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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On Faipay week Mr. Justice Cuannett announced a/pro- 
posed innovation in the time for taking Queen’s Bench chamber 
work—viz., to take Order 14 cases in court in the morning add 


to sit in chambers in the afternoon. 





Tue WorkMeEn’s Csegneetion Rules, which we notice else- 
where, are accompanied by a very useful explanatory memo- 
randum, pointing out the provisions of the Act of 1897 which 
have to be considered ; the general scheme of the rules, and a 
brief summary of their contents. It would be desirable that 
such a memorandum should be issued with many other rules 
made to carry out statutory provisions. 





Tue TEsTIMoNy of regard presented to Mr. Justice Parrtimore 
by the past and present members of the Admiralty bar took the 
appropriate form of a silver model of a three-masted ‘antique 
Accompanying it was an illuminated which 

ing i ion : ‘*The members of the ty 
t below, offer the 


A 

is appointment as one of the judges of the High Oouit 
of Justice, as a memorial of his long practice in the 
Court, and asa mark of their esteem and gratification at 
appointment.” By a curious coincidence, the number of names 
appended to the address was the same as the number of shares 
into which a British ship may be divided—viz., -sixty-four. 
Among the signatures were those of the Speaker of the House 
of Commons, Mr. Justice Brucs, Mr. Justice Kennzvy, Mr, 
Justice Bannzs, and Mr. Justice Bicuam. 





Unner section 3 of the Married 
a married woman who lends money to her husband 
poses of his trade is, in the event of his bankruptcy, 
to his ep fnees rs but the section is so drafted as 
a matter i uncertainty | : 
does not attend upon all loans made 
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The words are, ‘‘ Any money or other estate of the wife lent or 
entrusted by her to her husband for the purpose of any trade 
or business carried on by him or otherwise shall be treated 
as assets of her husband’s estate in case of his bank- 
ruptecy,” &c. The apparent meaning of the words ‘‘or 
otherwise” is to make the section perfectly general, so 
as toapply to all loans by the wife for whatever purpose 
made, but this carries the section much beyond the case which 
the section by the particular words was intended to meet, and in 
Ex parte Tidswell (35 W. R. 669) Cave, J., after a careful 
examination, refused to give it such an extended meaning. He 
suggested that the words referred to the husband’s trade, and 
that the section was to apply whether the trade was carried on 
by himself alone or in partnership with others or by an agent. 
This, however, was no more than a suggestion; the actual 
decision was that the seetion did not apply to money lent for 
purposes unconnected with trade. The point has now arisen in 
the Court of Appeal in Re Clark, Ex parte Schulze (ante, p. 573), 
and with the same result. The words ‘‘or otherwise” do not 
extend the section to loans unconnected with business, though 
the lords justices do not pretend to be able to explain their real 
meaning. It is at least satisfactory to have it definitely settled 
what they do not mean. Loans made by the wife to the husband 
for private purposes are not excluded from ranking with his 
other debts. 

Ture HAs been another strong expression of judicial opinion 
that the Criminal Evidence Bill should become law as quickly 
as possible in the interests of justice. Mr. Justice MarHeEw, in 
— the Grand Jury at Reading, commented upon a case in 
which a woman was charged with the manslaughter of her 
husband. She had thrown a lamp at the deceased, and in con- 
sequence he had been frightfully burned and died. She had 
made a statement that she had acted under the greatest possible 
provocation and in self-defence, and the learned judge commented 
strongly upon the state of the law which forbade her, who alone 
knew what that provocation was, from giving her evidence on 

‘oath. He thought the importance of the opposition to the pro- 
posed change has been greatly exaggerated, and ridiculed the 
idea of an innocent man being so bewildered and confused in 
cross-examination as to bring about his own conviction. This, 
he said, was a serious imputation upon the bar, and one they 
did not deserve. As a rule, prosecuting counsel recognize that 


it is their duty, not to struggle for victory, but to do their best | 


to help the judge and the jury to arrive at the truth. And if 
any counsel departs from this position there is always the judge 
and jury to keep him in check. It seems to us that in all 
probability the learned judge is right in this view of the sub- 
ject. The ordinary man, who is called upon to serve upon a 
petty jury, seems to have a much exaggerated notion of the 
magic by which a barrister can make a witness say just what he 
does not intend to say. Hence when he hears a witness pressed 
in cross-examination he becomes at once suspicious that the aid 
of this magic is being invoked, and may be trusted in general 
to give its proper value to an answer which is merely the result 
of confusion. Mr. Justice Matnzw, however, looked at the 
matter from a point of view which has hithertonot been sufficiently 
adopted. He reminded his hearers that in the civil courts 
actions are tried, the issues in which are as important to the 
parties as liberty itself: for example, when a serious libellous 
charge has been made, and the defence to an action therefor is 
& justification. The plaintiff's whole reputation and the happi- 
ness of the rest of his life depends upon the result of such an 
action. He is in many cases practically on~<his trial for a 
criminal offence. And yet this very experienced judge, who 
must have tried many of such cases, does not seem to have met 
with one in which an innocent man was so cross-examined 
that an unjust verdict was the consequence. This seems to be 
an important addition to the opinions on the subject founded on 
experience. We are glad that the injustice, which was ap- 
atly feared in the particular case referred to, was avoided 
in spite of the present state of the law. The woman was ac- 
quitted, other evidence of the provocation being obtainable. 


Tuz Worxmen’s Compensation Rules, 1897, framed under 
paragraph 10 of the second schedule to the Workmen’s Com- 





pensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), have been published 
none too soon ; for, on the Ist prox., the date when they become 
operative (rule 1 (2) ), the Act itself comes into operation. These 
rules, which are dated the 27th of May, 1898, are no less than 
sixty-seven in number. By the aid of them there will, it is 
believed, be little difficulty experienced in carrying into effect 
the provisions of the Act. They are to be read and construed 
with the existing County Court Rules, and any order and rule 
referred to by number in the new rules means the order and rule 
so numbered in the existing County Court Rules (rule 1 (4) ), 
Moreover, it is expressly provided that, where any matter or 
thing is not specially provided for under the new rules, the 
same procedure shall be followed and the same provisions shall 
apply, as far as practicable, as in a similar matter or thing 
under the County Courts Act, 1888, and the rules made there. 
under (rule 64). For the interpretation of the new rules the 
Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), is to apply as it 
applies for the purpose of the interpretation of an Act of Parlia. 
ment (rule 1 (3)). Without attempting even to outline the 
practice inaugurated by the new rules, it may be stated that 
the course of procedure to be followed (1) on an arbitration 
before the county court judge himself (rules 13-26), and 
(2) before an arbitrator appointed by such judge (rules 27-31), 
is clearly indicated, it being, moreover, provided that every 
matter brought into the court under the Act shall be intituled 
in the matter of the Act, and shall, together with all documents 
and proceedings relating thereto, be distinguished by a separate 
number in addition to the number of the plaint, if any (rule 
66). When the judge is the arbitrator, the arbitration is to be 
conducted in the same way as ordinary county court actions are 
now heard and determined by a judge sitting alone without a 
jury, and the statutory provisions and rules for the time 
being in force relating to such actions are, with the neces- 
sary modifications, to apply to such arbitration accordingly 
(rule 24). The duty of a county court judge to take notes 
in cases determined by him under the Act is prescribed by 
rule 35, which obliges him to make a note of any question of 
law raised, and of the facts in evidence in relation thereto, and 
of his decision thereon, and to furnish a copy thereof at the ex- 
pense of applicant, or allow a copy to be taken, whether notice of 
appeal has been served or not. Other rules, to which the 
exigencies of space prevent our making detailed reference, deal 
with such important matters as parties to arbitrations under the 
Act (rules 2-7), applications for arbitration (rules 8-12), filing 
and serving of documents and notices (rule 62), costs (rules 33, 
34, 46, .47), appeals (rules 36, 37), execution (rule 49), and 
record of proceedings (rule 65). Moreover, special rules have 
been framed with respect to such matters, outside the ordinary 
course of procedure, as the memorandum prescribed by Schedule 
II., paragraph 8, of the Act, and proceedings for its record 
(rules 38-45), and also applications against insurers under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act (rules 51-58). We refer below to the right 
of audience in arbitrations under the Act. An appendix of 
thirty forms has been provided which may be used in pro- 
ceedings under the Act, where applicable, and where they are 
not applicable forms of the like character, with such variations 
as the circumstances may require (rule 67). 





WE pornTeD out, more than a month ago, the points in the 
rules as to which the efforts of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society to procure the modification of the singular pro- 
visions affecting solicitors originally contemplated by the 
framers of the Act had been successful. By paragraph 5 of 
the second schedule of the Act, it is provided that “ Rules of 
Coust may make provision for the appearance in any arbitration 
under this Act of any party by some other person.” It is now 
provided, by rule 32, that a party to any arbitration may appear 
(a) in person; (+) by any solicitor who would be entitled to 
appear for such party in an action in the county court; (¢) by 
counsel, By leave of the judge or arbitrator a party may 
appear (@) by a member of his family ; (¢) by a person in the 
permanent and exclusive employment of the party; (/) in the 
case of a company or corporation, by any director, secretary, 
officer, or person in the permanent and exclusive employment of 
the company or corporation; (g) by any officer or member of 








1898. 


ublished 
y become 
1. These 
less than 
rill, it ig 
ito effect 
onstrued 
and rule 
and rule 
21 (4)), 
latter or 
ules, the 
ns shall 
wr thing 
e there. 
ules the 
ply as it 
f Parlia.- 
line the 
ted that 
vitration 
6), and 
} 27-31), 
it every 
intituled 
cuments 
separate 
iy (rule 
is to be 
ions are 
ithout a 
he time 

neces- 
rdingly 
6 notes 
ibed by 
stion of 
sto, and 
the ex- 
10tice of 
ich the 
ce, deal 
ider the 
), filing 
ules 33, 
9), and 
es have 
rdinary 
chedule 
; record 
der sec- 
1e right 
ndix of 
in pro- 
they are 
riations 





8 in the 
porated 
ar pro- 
by the 
yh 5 of 
ules of 
itration 
t is now 
appear 
tled to 
; (¢) by 
‘ty may 
in the 
) in the 
cretary, 
ment of 
mber of 





June 25, 1898. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 42.] 587 
— =— 








any society or other Ley of persons of which such party isa 
member “ or with which he is connected” ; or ) under special 
circumstances, by any other person. And the rule also provides 
that no person other than a solicitor who appears or acts on 
behalf of any party in any arbitration under the Act shall be 
entitled to have or recover any fee or reward for so appearing 
or acting other than such travelling expenses and (in the case 
of a workman or a member of his family) allowance for time (if 
any) as shall be allowed by the judge or arbitrator; counsel 
and costs of solicitors in employment of counsel being excepted. 





Tux question of the scope and extent of the provisions of the 
Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, as to the costs of suc- 
cessful defendants, which came before Romer, J., in Harrop v. 
The Mayor of Ossett (1898, 1 Ch. 525), arose last week before 
the same judge in Zoms v. The Clacton Urban District Council, 
and also before Srrruine, J., in Holford v. The Acton Urban 
District Council, Each of these cases was an action for an in- 
junction ; in each the defendant authority was successful ; and 
in each the order was that the costs should be taxed as between 
solicitor and client. The proceeding which it was sought to 
restrain was, in the Ossett case, the erection of a hospital for 
infectious disease near the plaintiff’s property ; in the Clacton 
case, the use for burial purposes of a site within a hundred 
yards from the plaintiff's dwelling-house; and in the Acton 
case, the breach of an alleged restrictive covenant as to the user 
of land. In each case it was held that the action was brought 
“for an act done in pursuance or execution, or intended execu- 
tion, of an Act of Parliament or of a public duty or authority,” 
within the meaning of section 1 of the Act of 1893. As to any 
such action, the section provides that where judgment is obtained 
by the defendant “‘it shall carry costs to be taxed as between 
solicitor and client.” The same Act repeals any previous 
enactment which requires notice of action to be given in the 
ease of any action to which it applies. The decisions in Flower 
v. Low Leyton Local Board (25 W. R. 545, 5 Ch, D. 347) and 
other cases, in which it was held that the somewhat similar 
provisions of section 264 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and 
other Acts for the protection of local authorities and their officers 
did not apply to proceedings for an injunction, were based upon 
the obligation (under those Acts) to delay the commencement of 

roceedings until the expiration of a certain notice of action. 

his, it was thought, could not have been intended to apply to 
actions to restrain the commission of a nuisance in which prompt 
proceedings are of the very essence of the remedy. The ground 
of these decisions has, therefore, no application to proceedings 
governed by the Act of 1893: see per Romer, J., in the Ossett 
case. The words of the present Act, taken in their natural 
sense, are wide enough to cover all classes of actions, and not 
actions for damages only, and the language of clause (c) of 
section 1, that “‘where the proceeding is an action for 
damages” tender of amends may be pleaded, certainly 
warrants the inference that the Act applies where damages 
are not the object sought. In the argument for the 
plaintiff in the Clacton case it was stated that the Oourt 
of Appeal in Somersetshire Drainage Commissioners v. The Cor- 
poration of Bridgwater, on the 4th of April last, expressed the 
opinion that the Act of 1893 was not applicable to a case in 
which the defendant authority relied on custom as authorizing 
the acts complained of, and that it was meant to apply only to 
frivolous prosecutions and actions. ‘his case is not reported 
except in the Zimes newspaper, where these remarks do not 
appear ; moreover, the question of costs does not seem t> have 
been argued. This opinion of the Court of Appeal must be 
regarded as obiter only. We share Mr, Justice Romer’s desire 
to have the guidance of the superior court as to the scope of the 
Act of 1893, If it is of general application to all classes of 
actions, it effected a more important change in the law than has 
been generally supposed ; if it is confined to certain proceedings, 
it is very desirable to know how it is so confined, for, as we 
have pointed out, the language of the Act does not appear to 
countenance any such restriction. Litigation with public 
authorities is so frequent that the question of the liability for 
the costs is of great importance. 





Upon A sale by auction the fall of the hammer marks the 
actual conclusion of the contract between vendor and purchaser, 
but the contract is useless until it is embodied in a memoran- 
dum sufficient to — the Statute of Frauds, and there is 
thus left an interval during which the a of the parties 
remains in doubt. If the auctioneer chooses to proceed with 
the matter he is regarded in law as the agent of both parties, 
and can bind them by signing a suitable memorandum of the 
contract : Sims v. Landray (42 W. R. 621; 1894, 2 Ch. 318), 
But if he does not at once clench in this manner the — 
which has been made, it is not clear that the m who 
been declared the highest bidder can compel recognition as 
purchaser. An attempt in this direction has been made in 
Johnston v. Boyes, before Strru1wa, J., but, for the purpose of an 
interlocutory application for an injunction, without success. 
The plaintiff's case was that by her agent she attended a sale 
by auction and was declared the highest bidder for the property. 
Her agent tendered a cheque for the deposit, but the vendor 
interposed and instructed the auctioneer not to accept the 
cheque or to allow the agent to sign the formal con- 
tract. Subsequently the amount of the deposit was 
taken to the vendor’s office in cash, but the vendor did 
not attend to receive it. The property was resold at 
a higher price and the plaintiff, who commenced an action 
to establish her claim to be regarded as purchaser, moved for an 
injunction to restrain the second sale. She was, of course, met 
with the objection that there was no enforceable contract in 
existence, and, however her rights may ultimately be determined, 
this was sufficient to prevent the interlocutory application from 
succeeding. In no case, of course, is it essential for the first 

urchaser’s protection that a second sale should be restrained. 

he has a good equitable right, the second purchaser takes with 
notice of it = reason of the registration of the action as a /is 
pendens, and even though he gets in the legal estate he will 
subsequently be competed to reconvey it. In a doubtful case, 
accordingly, the court leaves the vendor at liberty to act as he 
pleases. It may be a great hardship to him to lose the second 
—— while the first purchaser merely suffers by reason of 
aving to bring another party—the second purchaser—into the 
action. It is only where a contract is clearly made out and 
where, therefore, the purchaser is entitled to be saved all 
inconvenience, that the court will interfere (Hadley v. London 
Bank of Scotland, 3 D. J. & 8. 63). In the present case the 
rights of the plaintiff were at least doubtful, and Srrative, J., 
refused to restrain the second sale. 





AN ATTEMPT was made, though unsuccessfully, in Re Russian 
Spratt’s Patent (Limited) (46 W. R. 514), to alter the rule of 
construction that a charge created by debentures upon the 
‘‘ property” of a company does not include uncalled capital. 
The rule is based upon the decision in Stani+y’s case (4 D. J. 
& 8. 407) that a power to borrow on the security of the “ funds 
or property” of a company does not authorize a mortgage of 
uncalled capital, and it was recognized by the Privy Council in 
Bank of South Australia vy. Abrahams (23 W. R, 668, L. R. 6 
P. 0. 265). The right of the company to make calls, it was 
said in the latter case, is more in the nature of power than of 
Property ; and although that which a man has power to make 

is own may be charged, as well as that which is actually hie, 
yet it requires apt and proper words, or a sufficient context, to 
have this effect. Recent cases have illustrated the words or 
context which will authorize such an extension of the powers of 
the company. In Newton v. Anglo-Australian Investment Co, 
(Limited) (43 W. R. 401; 1895, A. ©, 244) there was power to 
receive money ‘‘upon any security of the company”; and in 
Jackson v. Rainford Coal Co, (44 W. R. 554) there was power 
to borrow upon the property or effects of the company, or 
“in such other manner as the company may determine,” and in 
each case it was held that the general words imported a power to 
charge uncalled capital. On the other hand, in Re Streatham 
and General Estates Co. (45 W. R. 105; 1897, 1 Oh. 15), Ourrry, 
J., excluded uncalled capital where only the word “‘ property’ 
was used, notwithstanding that it was accompanied by the words 
“ both present and future.” In the recent case of Re Russian 


\ Spratt’s Patent (Limited), the question arose not on the form of 
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the power, but on the form of the charge actually created, 
Firat debeutures were issued charging all the property to which 
the company was then, or should at any timo thereafter become 
entitled, while secoud debentures expressly charged the uncalled 
capital ia addition. Upon these securities it was clear that, 
according to the existing authorities, the second debenture 
holders took the uncalled capital to the exclusion of the first, 
and it would have been an extremely strong measure for the 
Court of Appeal to have unsettled the law and altered their 
rights. The injustice of such a step was of course recognized as 
an effectual bar to reopening the question, even had it on’ other 
grounds been desirable to do so. 


TueE DEctsIon just given by Day, J., in Church v. Maxted shows 
that in cases where a landlord is entitled to recover from his tenant 
the amount of tithe rent-charge paid by him, he is restricted to 
his remedy by distress, and cannot enforce any agreement for 
payment that may have been entered into by the tenant for the 
purpose of avoidiog distress. The question can only arise in 
respect of tenancies existing before the passing of the Tithe Act, 
1891—that is, the 26th of March, 1891—which contained a con- 
tract for the payment of tithe rent-charge by the tenant. Under 
section 1 of the Act he is no longer bound by the specific terms 
of such a contract, the immediate obligation of paying the charge 
being imposed on the landowner, but he is liable to repay to 
the owner any sum which the latter has paid in pursuance of 
this obligation. It is provided, however, that such sum shall 
be recoverable from the occupier by distress and not other- 
wise. In Church v. Maxted the landowner was suing 
the executors of the deceased tenant for a sum of over 
£200 which it was alleged was due at the death of the tenant 
in respect of tithe rent-charge paid by the landlord. The plain- 
tiff’s agent had, it was said, threatened to distrain, but had 
forborne to do so upon the promise of the tenant to pay the 
whole at the end of the lease. It was contended that, notwith- 
standing the terms of the section, an action would lie upon a 
contract by the tenant to fulfil an obligation which was binding 
on him, and that the forbearance to distrain was a sufficient 
consideration for the contract. The words of the Act are, how- 
ever, express that the sum shall be recovered only by distress, 
and it is substantially the same sum which is due, although the 
tenant may have entered into a special agreement to pay it. 
Even had the agreement been proved, therefore, Day, J., held 
that no action would lie upon it. This construction of the Act 
1s very inconvenient, as it renders it unsafe for landlords to 
forbear to distrain. 








THE TRANSFER OF RIGHTS TO INDEMNITY. 
An interesting question with respect to the usual covenant of 
indemnity contained in an assignment of leaseholds arose in the 
case of ite Perkins, in which the Court of Appeal recently 
affirmed the judgment of Norrn, J. In 1891 a lease of 
premises was granted to Poysrr for a term of nine years, the 
lease containing covenants on the part of the lessee for payment 
of rent and to insure. In 1893 Poyser assigned the lease to 
Piaistows, who covenanted to pay the rent and perform the 
covenants reserved and contained in the lease, and also to keep 
Poyser indemnified against the same. In 1895 PxarsTowE 
assigned the lease to Perkins, taking from him in turn similar 
covenants. In the same year Perkins died, and in 1897 
Ptaistowe became bankrupt. The effect of the above trans- 
actions was that the lessor had his remedy both against Poyser, 
the original lessee, and also against the assignee for the time 
being of the lease, though after assignment Poysrr’s liability 
was only as surety for such assignee, and in case of his being 
called upon to pay he would have had a remedy over against 
him. So far the matter does not depend at all upon the express 
covenants for indemnity, but upon an obligation implied by law 


on the part of the holder of the lease, notwithstanding that | 


express covenants have been entered into. He is liable directly 
to the lessor and also to the original lessee (Moule v. Garrett, L. R. 
7 Ex. 101). Hence had the term remained vested in Perxins’ 


executors, Poyszr would have had a direct remedy against them | 





which would have sufficiently protected him. They put an end 
to this liability, however, by assigning the term, apparently to a 
man of straw, and when the rent fell into arrear and the lessor 
called upon the original lessee to pay it, the latter found his 
remedy against the last assignee worthless, and had to have 
recourse to the express covenant for indemuity which he had 
taken from PLAIsTOWE. 

Here, however, the bankruptcy of Piatsrowz prevented Poyszg 
from making the covenant for indemnity immediately available, 
and all that could be done in the first instance was to send 
in a claim in the bankruptcy. Accordingly Poyszr tendered 
proof for £1,353, being the sum which he had been compelled 
to pay to the lessor, with the estimated amount of his future 
liability under the covenants in the lease. Thereupon ap 
arrangement was come to whereby it was intended that Poyszr’s 
claim in the bankruptcy should be abandoned, and that he 
should take over instead the rights of Praistowe or of hig 
trustee against Perks’ estate under the express covenant of 
indemnity given by the latter. This arrangement was carried 
into effect by a deed made between Praisrows’s trustee in 
bankruptcy and Poysgr, whereby the trustee, in consideration 
of £5 paid by Poyszr and of the release subsequently men. 
tioned, assigned to Poyser the benefit of the covenants entered 
into by Perxis with Pxratsrowe in the assignment of 1895; 
and Poysrr withdrew his proof for £1,353 and released and 
discharged the estate of the bankrupt from all claims in respect 
of the covenants by Piatstowe with Poyszr in the assignment 
of 1893. 

The trustee in bankruptcy was entitled to claim in fall 
against Perkins’ estate upon the covenants entered into by 
Perkins with PLarsrows, notwithstanding that in the bankru 
Pxaistowe’s creditors would have to be contented with a divi- 
dend (Cruse v. Paine, L. R. 6 Eq. 641, 4 Ch. 441), and hence 
the above arrangement had apparently the effect of ae 
this right to Poyser so as to put him in the same position as 
he had originally assigned direct to Perkins and had taken the 
covenant of indemnity from him, and this, as just observed, was 
the result which it was intended by the parties should be pro- 
duced. But there was the possibility that by expressly releasi 
the bankrupt’s estate from liability to Poser the deed had 
gone too far, and when Poyser proceeded to take advantage of 
the assignment and carried in a claim against Perkins’ estate, 
he was met with the objection that Piarsrowz’s estate had 
ceased to be under any liability to Poyszr, and consequently 
that there was nothing in respect of which indemnity could be 
sought. 

That this would be the effect of the release if no restriction 
was placed upon it was admitted in the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal. If, said Linpizy, M.R., the release was to 
be construed as a release by Porser of Piaisrows or of his 
estate from all liability under his covenants, then the effect 
would be to discharge Perxrns’ estate from all liability under 
his covenant to indemnify Puaisrowz. A liability to indemnify 
against a liability which had no existence, and which could 
never arise, was, he added, a contradiction in terms. To avoid 
a result which would clearly have defeated the object of the 
parties to the deed of assignment and release, it was necessary 
to cut down the effect of the release, and this the court pro 
ceeded todo. The release, it was held, could not rationally be 
construed to extend to the whole of Piarsrows’s estate, including 
the asset assigned to Poyser. For the purpose of maintaining 
the object of the deed the estate released must exclude that 
asset. And, for the same reason, the claims released were 
confined to those against the released assets, and did net 
include claims the preservation of which was essential to the 
recovery by Poyszr of the asset assigned to him—n 
the right to indemnity against Perxus’ estate. The 
is, perhaps, not altogether clear. The asset in question cease 
upon the assignment to be any part of PLaistows’s estate, and it 
is difficult to see how after the execution of the deed there could 
in fact remain any outstanding claim by Poyszr against that 
estate. But, technicalities apart, the substance of the transact 
was the transfer to Poyser of the claim against Perxms’ estat? 
upon the understanding that the transfer should wipe out 
Pratsrowe’s liability, and this is effectuated by the judg 
ment of the Court of Appeal. In this particular form 
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question at issue is not likely to be of frequent occurrence. 
Where an intermediate assignee of a lease is bankrupt, the 
trustee may very well prefer toclaim against the next assignee 
for the benefit of the estate, and pay the immediate assignor 
only a dividend. But the decision may be quoted as a useful 
illustration of the rule that the court looks rather to the sub- 
stance than the form of a transaction. 








THE LAND TRANSFER RULES. 
VII. 


Part 111.—Registered dealings with registered iand.—Transfers 
(continued)—Pursuant to section 6 (3) of the Act of 1897, 
several forms (Forms 15 to 21, First Schedule) are by rule 80 
prescribed for the purpose of conveying land to the uses of a 
settlement. Apart from the Act of 1897 and the new rules, it 
would have been necessary to convey the land by an assurance 
in common form to the uses of the settlement in the mannér 
directed by section 24 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and in 
addition to execute a transfer in the prescribed form to the 
tenant for life, accompanied by an application to register a 
restriction. There may be some doubt whether the registration 
of the tenant for life so as to vest the statutory fee in him was 
roper even when there were trustees for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Acts to whom general notice to sell had been given 
or waived (compare Land Registry General Instructions, 1893, 
p: 2; see also section 68 of the Act of 1875). 

Where a tenant for life has been registered it is open to 
question whether on his death the statutory fee does not devolve 
on his heir or devisee or personal representative as the case 
may be. This may give rise to difficulty if the land is removed 
from the register by the remainderman on the death of the 
tenant for life, under section 17 of the Act of 1897, for the 
removal does not confer on the person entitled to require the 
removal the statutory fee simple. It may be, however, that 
under section 6 (8) of the Act of 1897 (at any rate where the 
tenant for life is registered after and dies after 1897) the 
statutory fee will, on the death of the tenant for life, devolve 
in accordance with the limitations of the settlement. 

We may now consider whether, if the forms prescribed under 
rule 80 are used, they, in the case of registered land, will be a 
sufficient compliance with the directions contained in section 24 
of the Settled Land Act, 1882. 

As regards freeholds that section provides as follows : 

Freehold land shall }e conveyed to the uses, on the trusts, 
and subject to the powers and provisions which under the 
settlement, or by reason of the exercise of any power of 
charging therein contained, are subsisting with respect to 
the settled land, or as near thereto as circumstances permit, 
but not so as to increase or multiply charges or powers of 
charging. 

Then section 6 (3) of the Act of 1897 provides that : 

Where land already registered is assured to the uses of 

a settlement, the instrument of transfer may be in a 

specially prescribed form, which shall operate as a convey- 

ance to the uses of the settlement. . 

Now, it will be observed, first, that sub-section 3 does not say 
that the prescribed instrument is to operate as a conveyance 
made in accordance with section 24; secondly, that nothing is 
said as regards multiplying charges or powers of charging, 
though, no doubt, there is a presumption against multiplication 


registered as the executor of the settlor who by his will had 
created the settlement, or if the legal fee was (as is rarely done 
in modern settlements) vested in the trustees. But if the settled 
land consisted of freeholds settled by means of legal limitations, 
it is clearly contrary to the principles of the Settled Land Acts 
that the trustees for the purposes of those Acts should be regis- 
tered, and trustees will be well advised to refuse to be regi 

No doubt section 6 (1) of the Act of 1897 enables trustees with 
powers of sale to be regi , but trustees for the purposes of 
the Acts do not as such have any power of sale except on behalf 
of an infant under section 60 of the Act of 1882, Again, under 
sections 50 and 51 of that Act, the tenant for life may not assi 
or restrict his powers, and the mere fact of registering the 
trustees in place of the tenant for life would restrict his powers, 
because, in order to make a title, the trustees would necessarily 
have to execute a transfer in the prescribed form instead of 
merely giving a receipt for the purchase-money. 

All therefore, where the settled land consists of freeholds, 
that is required in the case contemplated in Form 15 is an 
application (see rule 81) for a restriction and inhibition on the 
lines of Form 5. We say advisedly only on the lines of Form 
5 as we still maintain, for the reasons given ante, p, 446, that the 
generat form of restriction where the tenant for life is registered 
should be: 

Until further order, no transfer or charge of the land is 
to be made unless the consideration money is paid to 
A. B., of &c., and C. D., of &e. [the trustees of the settlement}, 
or into court. 

Inhibition —On the death of E. F. [the registered pro. 
prietor | no entry is to be made until further order. 

What should be done where the limitations of the settlement 
are equitable is not perhaps quite so clear, but it is conceived 
that inasmuch as an equitable tenant for life has power under 
the Settled Land Acts to convey the legal fee if it is comprised 
in the settlement he ought in this case also to be regi as 
proprietor. For the same reasons it is possible that he ought 
also to be registered as proprietor of settled leaseholds ; and see 
section 6 (1) (10) of the Act of 1897. 


Form 16 provides for the case where land is limited to such 
uses as A. B. and C. D. may appoint, and subject thereto to 
uses under which A. B. is tenant for life, and it is intended that 
A. B. and C. D. shall be registered as joint proprietors. This form 
seems well devised for the purpose in hand, but a doubt may 
arise whether in the case of leaseholds it would be proper to 
vest them in any other persons than the trustees of the settle. 
ment. Further, the form assumes that the original registered 
proprietor is A. B., the tenant for life. Now, clearly, if there 
are any family charges on foot which are capable of being over- 
reached under section 20 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, it would 
be unwise to register the land in the namesof the ns 
having the joint power of appointment, for the exercise of that 
power would not have the same over-reaching effect as a convey- 
ance by the tenant for life. 
Form 17 deals with the case where the legal personal 
resentative of a deceased settlor transfers land to the uses 
declared by the will of the deceased. This form would appear 
also to be capable of adaptation to the case where a registered 
proprietor entitled in fee simple has settled his land to uses 
oie which another person takes the first life estate. The 
objections which we made above with regard to Form 15 apply 
equally in the present case. 


(Hindle v. Taylor, 5 De G. M. & G. 577; Trew v. The Perpetual| Form 19 prescribes the form of transfer to be used where land 
Trustee Co., 1895, A. O. 264), yet clearly it would have been | is purch out of capital money for the of the Settled 


proper to provide expressly with regard to it; and thirdly, that 
the sub-section does not provide in any way for the case of 
leaseholds, which ought (see Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 24) to 
be vested in the trustees of the settlement upon trusts correspond- 
ing with the uses affecting the freeholds, with the usual pro- 
vision against a tenant in tail who dies under age from acquiring 
an absolute interest, so as to devolve with the freeholds. 

Next, with regard to the prescribed forms. Form 15 provides 
for the case where there is a tenant for life, or a person having 
the powers of a tenant for life, on the register, and he wishes 


for the purchase-money, but it is apprehended that 
the Act of 1875 supplies this deficiency. Nor is he expressed to 
transfer ‘‘as beneficial owner,” though it is conceived these 
words may be added, in the absence of special contract, where 
the vendor is registered with a possessory title: see section 16 
(3) of the Act of 1897. 


Land Acts. Asin other forms of transfer ie value 


Forms 13 and 14) the vendor is not expressed to give an — 
n 


The trustees are not even expressed to pay the money by the 


direction of the tenant for life (see Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 





the trustees to be registered in his place. Now, there would be 
no objection to this form being used if, for instance, the reed | 
land consisted of leaseholds and the tenant for life had been 





22), but as the tenant for.life and the trustees are necessarily 
parties to the transfer this can hardly constitute an objection to 
the form, 
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Taken as a whole, then, the provisions of the Acts and rules 
relative to conveyances to the uses of a settlement do not inspire 
such confidence that, apart from the reasons we have furnished 
im our former articles for maintaining a concurrent title off the 
register, landowners can be safely advised to dispense with such 
conveyances where the land is registered. 

Settlements of real estate will of course continue to be made 
as at present. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 


COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION IN EQOILY—DELEGATION 
OF THE DISCRETION OF THE JUDGE. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—A case having recently come to my notice of a county court 
registrar making, with the consent of the solicitor for each party, a 
decretal order for the administration of an intestate’s estate in which 
infants were interested, and directing the usual accounts and 
inquiries, I shall be obliged if some of your readers will kindly 
inform me whether it is at all usual for county court judges to dele- 
gate their power to make such orders to their registrars. ‘This power 
was taken away from the chief clerks in Chancery (or masters, as 
they are now called) by express order made as long ago as December, 
1885 ; and it would be strange indeed if county court registrars are 
to be allowed to exercise powers which even the masters in the 
Chancery Division do not possess. I should suppose that no harm 
has been done in the particular case above referred to; but if there 
is any such practice, I submit that the sooner it is stopped the 
better. 

The equity jurisdiction conferred upon the county court by the 
repealed Act of 1865, and somewhat extended by that of 1888, 
ought, in my humble opinion, to be a great boon to persons interested 
in small estates; but having regard to the few equity cases which 
come before the county courts, it may fairly be doubted whether such 
persons have found it to beso. I submit that in the county court, 
as in the High Court, administration and trust accounts ought only 
to be directed upon the exercise by the judges personally in each case 
of the discretion vested in them; and that even then the accounts 
should be limited to matters really requiring investigation, and at the 
tisk of the parties as to costs. Not long since Lord Justice Chitty 
(then Mr. Justice Chitty), upon my applying to him for accounts of 
a trust estate, said that if he directed the account to be taken at all, 
the order would be prefaced by some such words as ‘‘and the 
defendant alleging, and the plaintiff denying, that the balance due 
from the defendant amounts to £ , and no more.” 

Lincoln’s-inn, June 21. ANDREW THOMSON, 


THE ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—De minimis non curat lex, nor, I think, do trifles affect the 
intelligent and industrious rank and file of the legal profession 
denominated ‘‘ managing clerks,’ who continue their arduous avo- 
cation until arrival at an age which, I believe, statistics would shew 
to be somewhat above the average age of the working members of 
any other profession. The reason of my addressing your journal is 
to call attention to the serious risks attendant upon a daily peram- 
bulation by such veteran clerks and others of the basements and 
ground floors of the national Palladium of Justice owing to the 
inferior and insufficient lights there provided. I may say that, 
though not yet posing as a veteran, my sight is far from being equal 
to the sudden transition from light to dark experienced by an incur- 
sion (sometimes necessarily of a hasty description) into the gloomy 
proximity of the basement stairs from out the Strand or Fleet-street 
when the sun is projecting its most brilliant rays around the entrance. 
Moreover, if an accident occurs through such deficiency of light at 
and near the entrance, there would appear to be no person (in the 
absence of life and accident insurance) from whom any reparation 
could be obtained. A Soniciror’s MANAGING CLERK, 

9, Bedford-row, W.C. 





PASSENGER LIFTS IN THE LAW COURTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—I shall be much obliged if you can find space for a short 
statement to the effect that the petition which is being promoted by 
the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association in favour of the erection 
of lifts at the Royal Courts of Justice has already been very exten- 
sively signed by persons constantly using the courts and the several 
offices attached to them, and that Sir Edward Clarke, Q.C. (who is 





interesting himself in the matter) has kindly consented to present the 
etition to the House of Commons at an early date, and to use his 
influence to obtain the concession asked for. 
ALFRED TURNER, Hon. Sec. 
The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, 
12, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, June 23. 





THE DECISION IN BRUTTON ¢. BRANSON (ante, p. 566.) 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—With deference, I submit that the decision in Brutton vy, 
Branson, commented on in your last number, proceeds on a fallacy. 
The provisions of the Statute of Frauds and the Sale of Goods Act 
seem to me to create obstructions to a plaintiff rather than defences 
to his opponent. No man needsa defence against an attack which 
breaks down of itself. A defence in an action is something which the 
defendant has to oppose to a primd facie case made out by the plain- 
tiff; but the plaintiff cannot make out this primd facie case without 
satisfying the provisions of the statute. The cbject of the County 
Court Rule appears simply to be to require notice wherever in the 
High Court the defence would have to be specially pleaded. 

June 18, L. W. &. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


SEA INSURANCE COMPANY v. BLOGG. No. 1. 


Insurance, Marine—ArracumMent or Risk—Sreamezrs “‘ Sartinc ON oR 
AFTER THE Ist or Marcu ’”’—*‘ Sartine,’? Wuat Constirvurss. 


This was an appeal by the defendant from the judgment of Mathew, J. 
(1898, 1 Q. B. 27; 3 Com. Cas. 1), in an action brought to recover a total 
loss on cargo steamship Massasoit, under a policy of reinsurance 
subscribed by the defendant and other underwriters. By the policy the 
plaintiffs were reinsured ‘‘ at and from ports in the United States to ports 
in Europe,’”’ on flour in steamers “ sailing on and after the 1st of March, 
1896.” The defendant contended that the Massasoit had erailed on the 
29th of February 1896, and that therefore the risk had not attached. 
The facts were as follows: In February, 1896, the Massasoit was loading 
a cargo of flour alongside a wharf at Newport News, Virginia, on the 
James River. The vessel completed her loading between 9 and 10 p.m. 
on the 29th of February, and was then ready to proceed on her voyage. 
By a pilotage regulation of the port, vessels are not ellowed to go to sea 
after dark, because of the diffiulties of navigation and the absence of lead- 
ing lights. Having completed her loading the Massasocit was moved 
about 500 yards into midstream and there anchored until the following 
morning. This was done in order that the wharf might be left clear for 
other vessels and that the crew of the Massascit might be prevented from 
from going on shore and getting drunk. Some slight advantage might 
have been obtained for the ship on starting from the river instead of from 
the wharf,” but there was no reason to suppose that that consideration 
entered into the calculations of the master. At 8 a.m. on the Ist of 
March the Massasoit proceeded to sea, and eventually, with her cargo, 
became a total loss. Mathew, J., held that the Massasoi¢ sailed on the 1st 
of March, and that the loss was covered by the policy. The defendant 
appealed. 

Tue Court (A. L. Surrn, Ricpy, and Vavenan Wi.iAms, L. JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

A. L. Suit, L.J., said that the case of Cockrane v. Fisher (2 C. & M. 581; 
10. M. & R. 809) shewed that the question to be looked at in determin- 
ing whether the ship sailed on the 29th of February or on the 1st of March 
was, what was the intention of the master when he moved the ship from 
alongside the wharf. The evidence shewed that it was not the intention 
that the ship should then sail. No doubt a vessel might leave the quay 
and go a short way and then stop, and nevertheless be held to have sailed, 
but in the present cate it was clear that there was no intention to sail 
before the Ist of March. The decision of Mathew, J., was right and the 
appeal must be dismissed. 

Ricpy and Vavenan Wi.u1as, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed.— 
Counset, Pickford, Q.C., and Scrutton; Joseph Walton, Q.C., and Carver, 
Q.C. Soxrcrrors, Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, § Whatton ; Rowceliffes, Rawle, ¢ 
Co., for Hill, Dickinson, Dickinson, § Hill, Liverpool. 

| Reported by F. O, Rovinsoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MONTGOMERY & CO. v. DE BULMES. No. 2. 15th June. 


JupcMent Destror Summons—Payment By INSTALMENTS—JUDGMENT IN 
Hicu Courtr—Execution—Warirt or Fi. Fa.—Dezsrors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vict. c. 62), 8. 5. 


Appeal of the plaintiffs from a decision of Darling, J., at chambers. 
The question was whether the fact that an execution creditor had Me nee 
to the county court for an order for payment by the debtor by instalments 
prevented the execution creditor from issuing a writ of f. fa. on his judg- 
ment in the High Court. The prey brought their action in 1897 and 
obtained judgment for £400, of which £45 4s. 9d. remained due on the 
2nd of , 1898. A second action was subsequently brought for 





£91 11s. 3d, No appearance had been entered in either action. Qn the 


17th June. . 
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2nd of March judgment was signed in the first action for £50 4s. 9d., and 
in the second action for £96 11s. 3d., £5 in each case being added on to 
the debt for costs. The plai judgment summonses in 
both actions. The suzhmonses came on for e of May. 
The evidence as to what happened on that occasion was conflicting, and 
the Court of Ap considered that orders were made on each summons 
for payment by instalments of 30s.a month, On the hearing it tran- 
spired that the defendant owned some furniture, and on the 3rd of May, 
the same day, two writs of fi. fa. were issued, one on each judgment. 
On the 6th of May the plaintiffs withdrew the execution on the first 
judgment. On the 11th of May the defendant too ummons before 







ie registrar referred the matter to the judge, who set asi e 
and ordered the plaintiffs to pay all the costs. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Currry and Corts, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Curry, L.J., referred to the facts, and continued : The question is 
whether the plaintiffs who have voluntarily gone to the county court 
judge, and put in motion section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, can after- 
wards put in motion the High Court procedure withouf going to the 
county court judge and getting the order made by him discharged. I 
think that the Act means that if a person goes to the county court and 

nere Trer-peyMel ents _] ctects to 



















hare ent Of thai 

ordér. T y pe-has-that power is unquestionable. 
He-ean direct any debt due from any person in pursuance of any order or 
jadgmien 0 hat Or-any-o 0 Minétent court to be paid byt rst! ments, 


audtimay fromtime-totime rescind or vary such _order—That is the lan- 
guage of rection 5. It seems to-me-that so long as the county court 
judge’s order stands there is a modification of the order of the High 
Court, and it would, to my mind, involve a great injustice to a defendant 
if it were not so. He is told that he is to pay by instalments, and the 
instalments in such a case are generally small; and in this case the 
plaintiffs did not see their way to obtaining execution, and they thought 
that this was the best way of — their money, and the defendant 
loyally piid his instalments up to the present. A man in such a position 
exerts himeelf in order to get the money together to obey the order. He 
does so under stress of liability to imprisonment if he makes default ; but 
it would put him in a hard position if he were told that he was still liable 
in spite of that to pay the whole debt, and that what goods he had could 
be taken in execution. It bas been put forward as a ground for this 
application that the plaintiffs had discovered that the defendant had 
some furniture, but they knew that when they obtained the order and 
they nevertheless took the order. The result is that they are not entitled 
so long as that order stands to issue execution, and as regards the 
adjournment of the second summons I think that is part of the order 
which the county court judge made on both summonses. He said that 
the defendant was to pay 30s. instalments on the two summonses or £3 on 
the one, and in the latter event he would adjourn the second summons. 
For what purpore ? To see whether the defendant does or does not loyally 
comply with the order. Then itis said that under cection 5 of the Act of 1869 
imprisonment dces not operate asa satisfaction of a debt, and the Act is silent 
as to the operation of an order for payment by instalments. As regards the 
authorities, Jones v. Jenner (4 W. R. 651, 25 L. J. Ex. 319) was in 1856, 
and there it was held that after proceeding in a county court upon a 
judgment in the High Court the plaintiff could not issue execution in the 
High Court—as Pollock, O.B., said, ‘‘ If a plaintiff elects to epforce his 
judgment in the inferior court, there he muct remain.’’ The actual 
decision was that the plaintiff could not get a garnishee order. The 
report is short, and the reasors are not given, but the conclusion is that 
the plaintiff should not take his garnishee order, and the Chief Baron said 
that a writ of fieri facias on the judgment cov'd not then be iesued in that 
court. That was before 1869, but the principle is the same, as the applica- 
tion there to the county court was founded on the judgment in the High 
Court. Nowitisnot necessary todo that, but it can be made direct to the 
county court judge himself. The reasoning of what the Chief Baron said 
applies to the present case. Against that there is what Cave, J., said in 
Re Ives, Ex parte Addington (34 W. R. 593,16 Q. B. D. 665). I have 
attended to that as I should to anything that fell from that learned judge, 
but it seems to me that he has not taken the right view. It is incon- 
sistent with that taken by the Court of Exchequer in Jones v. Jenner (ubi 
supra), and it seems to me that the more reasonable view was that 
adopted by that court. Cave, J.’s, remarks were addressed to the Act of 
1869, but they have no special force in my opinion, except that they are 
to be treated with respect, as the decision in Jones v. Jenner (ubi supra) 
was not cited to him. Possibly if he had been aware of that he might 
not have said what he did. 1 think it is not necessary to travel into the 
somewhat embrangled questions which have been raised under rule 26 of 
order 25 of the County Court Rules. I think we ought to refuse this 
application. 

Co.urns, L J.—I do not think it is necessary to add anything to the 
reasons which have been so fully stated by my lord, and with which I 
agree. Appeal dismissed.—CocnseL, 7. W. Chitty; A. D. Bateson. 
Souicrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, § Co. ; Field, Roscoe, § Co. 

[Reported by W. SHALLCROSS GODDARD, Barrister-at-Law. 


Re PERKINS, POYSER v. BEYFUS. No. 2. 24th, 25th, and 26th May, 
and 11th June. 


Lease — Assignment — Covenant To Inpemniry AssicGnor — Banx- 
nuptTcY or Finst Assicner—Rigut to Suz Exgcurors or Drceastp 
Sgzconp Assignes—DBankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vier. c. 5%) ss. 20, 
44, 50 (5), 56, 67, 168. 


stances :—By a lease dated October 5, 1891, a certain house was leased to 
the plaintiff for a term still unexpired, and by this lease the plaintiff 
covenanted to Bay rent and to insure the house and perform other 
obligations usual in leases. On May 8, 1893, Poyser, the plaintiff, assigned 
this lease to Plaistowe, and on April 1, 1895, Plaisto we assigned it to Perkins. 
Each of these assignments contained a covenant by the ee with his 
assignor to pay the rent and ‘orm covenants reserved and contained in 
the lease of October 5, 1891, and also to keep him, the assignor, indemnified 
against the same. In June, 1895, Perkins died. On June 12, 1897, Plais- 
towe was adjudicated bankrupt, an1 Berry was appointed his trustee. The 
laintiff Poyser was called on to pay, and did pay, the arrears of rent, which 
me due under the lease of October 5, Tsoi, and he tendered oe 
against Plaistowe’s estate for £1,353, the amount paid by the Plaintiff and 
the estimated amount of his liability under his covenants contained in such 
lease. ‘Thereupon a compromise was to between the plaintiff and the 
trustee in bankruptcy, and was carried out by a deed of August 31, 1897, 
which gave rise to the present controversy. is deed was made between 


the trustee of the one part and the plaintiff of the other part. It recited the 
facts above stated, and then p ed as follows: ‘‘ Whereas the said Oscar 
erry has, with the permission of the said committee of inspection, testified 


by a resolution passed at a meeting of the said committee of inspection, he’ 
the 31st day of Augast, 1897, at 8, Southwark-street, Borough, in the county 


of Surrey, and by way of compromise of the claim of the said E. J. Poyser 


against the estate of the said bankrupt, agreed to sell and dispose of to the 
said E. J. Poyser the full benefit of the said covenant on the part of the said 
G. F. Perkins with the rights und powers hereinafter assigned in considera- 
tion of the said E. J. Poyser paying to him the sum of £5, and exocuting 
such release as is hereinafter contained. Now this indenture witnessetn 
that, in pursuance of the said agreement and ia consideration of the sum of 
£5 now paid by the said E. J. Poyser to the said Oscar Berry (the receipt 
of which is hereby acknowledged) and of the release hereinafter contained, 
the said O. Berry, as trustee, and with the permission testified as afuresaid 
of the said committee of inspection, doth hereby assign unto the raid 
E. J. Poyser the full bensfit of the covenants by the said G. F. 
Perkins with the said F. M. E. Plaistowe contained in the hereinafter 
rorited indenture of April 1, 1895, as aforesaid, with the right to recover 
and receive from the said G. F. Perkins, his heirs, executors, or 
administrators estate or effects, and to retain for the benefit of the said 
E. J. Poyser, his executors, administrators, and assigns all and 
damages, costs, or other sums of money, if any, and to enforce for the like 
benefit all such other relief by way of indemnity or otherwise as the said 
F. M. E. Plaistowe, his executors, or administrators, but for his bankruptcy, 
or the said O. Berry or other the trustee for the time being in the bankruptcy 
might have been entitled now, or at any time or times hereafter, to recover 
or to enforce for the benefit of the said F. M. E. Plaistowe or his estate for 
any breack or breaches committed or hereafter to be committed of the said 
covenants or any of them, or otherwise under or in res of the 
liability of the said G. F. Perkins or his estate by virtue of » 
or any of them, if these presents and the arrangement hereby 
entered into had not been executed or made and the right to bring, 
prosecute, carry, or compound, or release any action or ing for any 
such purpose, and all other rights, powers, privileges, and authorities 
which the said O. Berry, as such trustee, with such permission as aforesaid 
can lawfully transfer to the said E. J. Poyser in connection with the 
premises, to hold the premises unto the said E. J. Poyser, his executors, 
administrators, and assigns for his and their own benefit absolutely ; and this 
indenture further witnesseth that in further pursuance of the sail 
and in consideration of the assignment hereinbefore contained the said 
E. J. Poyser hereby withdraws the said proof for the sum of £1,353 0s. 4d., 
and releases and Liechanges the estate of the said bankrupt and the said 
O. Berry as such trustee as aforesaid from all claims and demands under or 
in respect of the covenants by the said F. M. E. Plaistowe with the said 
E. J. Poyser contained in the hereinbefore recited indenture of May 8, 1893, 
as aforesaid.” Under this deed the plaintiff carried in a claim inst 
Perkins’s estate for payment out of his assets of what the —— paid 
for rent and insurance and for future indemnity against liability under the 
covenants contained in the lease of October 5, 1891. It appeared that 
shortly after Plaistowe’s bankruptcy Perkins’s executors assigned the lease 
to a person named Jay, who, however, did not pay the rent or ‘orm the 
covenants so as to relieve Perkins’s estate from liability to Plaistowe, or, 
rather, to his trustee in sosenytte The defendants were Perkins’s 
executors, and they admitted assets. North, J., made an order allowing the 
claim, and held the estate of Perkins, deceased, to be liable to the plaintiff 
in a sum of £215 4s. paid for rent and insurance, and to be liable to 
indemnify the plaintiff against future rent and insurance and for 
pee of covenant contained in the lease. The executors of Perkins 
ap ‘ 

Tus Covrr (Lixpisy, M.R, and Riosy and Cot.ixs, L.JJ., dismissed 
the appeal. 
1ith June.—The judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Lixpiey, M.R., who stated the facts as above, and continued: The appeal 
raises two questions—viz., (1) whether the rights vested by the Bankrupto 
Act in Plaistowe’s trustee could be assigned by him to the plaintiff; 
Bow ghey & to the terms of the deed and the release of 

laistowe’s estate, intiff acquired any my me sue Perkins's executors. 
The first of these questions turns on the kruptcy Act, 1883. The 
material sections are 20, 44, 50 clause 5, 56, 57 and 168, which defines 
he .” It is plain from sections 20, 44, 50 clause 5 and 168, and from 
the decision in Hardy v. Fothergill (37 W. R. 117, 13 A. C., =) oo 
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Appeal of the detendants from an order of North, J., who held the estate 
of Perk! 18, deceased, to be liable to the plaintiff under the following circum- 





plaintiff Poyser had a right of proof Plaistowe’s estate not only 

pe gioeatery bees for rent and fire insurance, but also in respect 
of Piaistowe’s future under his own covenants with the plaintiff. 
It is also plain from sections 56 and 57 that it was competent for the trustee 








Se 








ple yt 


a 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 25, 1898. 





59? . 





in bankruptcy to compromis> the claim made by the plaintiff, and to assign to 
the plaintiff any assignable asset vested in the trustee upon the terms that 
the plaintiff should accept such asset in satisfaction of all demands against 
Plaistowe’s remaining assets. It is also plain that the right of the trustee 
to sue Perkins upon Perkins’s covenant was an asset—i.e., was property 
within the meaning of ecction 168, and was assignable to the plaintiff or to 
ényone else (see section 56 and Seear v. Lawson, (28 W. R. 929, 15 Ch. D. 
426), and that the damages in an action by the trusiee against Perkins’s 
executors would not be confined to the dividend payable to the plaintiff in 
respect of his proof against Plaistowe’s estate (see Cruse v. Paine, 17 W. R. 
45, and on appeal 1,033, L. R. 6 Eq. 641, and 4 Ch, 441). This disposes of 
the first ground of appeal. ‘The second turns on the true effect of the release 
contained in the deed of August, 1897. If this release is to be construed as 
a release by the plaintiff of Plaistowe or of his estate from all liability under 
his covenants, then the effect will be to discharge Perkins’s estate from all 
liability under his covenantto indemnify Plaistowe. A liability to indemnify 
against a liability which has no existence, and wnich can never arise, is a 
contradiction in terms. A distinction was attempted to be drawn between 
the covenant by Perkins to pay the rent and perform the covenant to insure 
oa the one hand, and his covenant to indemnify Plaistowe on the other, 
and it was contended that although the release might extinguish all 
liability on the covenant to indemnify, it did not affect the covenant 
to psy the rent and to insure. Much time was spent in 
discussing these points and in examining such cases as Saward v. 
Anstey (2 Bing. 519), Carr v. Roberts (5 B. & Ad. 78), and Ashdown 
v. Ingamells, (L. R. 5 Ex. D, 280, 28 W. R. Dig. 73), and in considering the 
amount of damages which could be recovered if the distinction suggested 
could be drawn and had in fact to be made. But in the view we take of 
the true construction of the deed of August 31st, 1897, these questions do 
not arise. The release contained in the deed, although couched in very 
general terms, must, if possible, be so cons‘rued as not to defeat the object 
or purpose of the deed of which it forms part. The recitals and first 
witnessing part show that the rilease cannot be rationally construed as 
extending to all Plaistowe’s estate, including the asset assigned to the 
plaintiff. ‘he estate released must exclude that asset. Again, the claims 
and demands from which Plaistowe’s estate is released cannot be rationally 
construed as all claims and demands in respect of Plaistowe’s covenants. 
The claims and demands released must be confined to those against the 
released assets, and cannot be rationally held to include those the preserva- 
tion of which is essential to the recovery by the plaintiff of the asset 
assigned to him, and which asset he is to take in satisfaction of all demands, 
In so construing the release the Court is not departing from well-settled 
principles applicable to the construction of such documents. General words 
of release are always controlled by recitals and context which show that, 
unless the general words are restricted, the object and purpose of the 
document in which they occur must necessarily be frustrated, General 
words are always construed so as to give effect to, and not so as to destroy, 
the expressed intenticns of those who use them. Good illustrations of this 
principle will be found in Zayler vy. Homersham (4 M. & 8S. 423), and 
Lindo v. Lindo (1 Beav. 496). In our opinion, therefore, the appeal fails on 
this ground also. It is to be observed that North, J., has merely given the 
plaintiff liberty to apply in respect of future breaches of covenant. He has 
not impounded assets to meet them, nor attempted to estimate damages in 
respect of them. ‘The order is right both in substance and in form, and the 
appeal must be dismissed with costs. Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Everitt, 
QC., and Edward Ford; Vernon Smith, Q.0., and Wace. Soxicirors, 
Beyfus § Beyfus; LE. § H, Landon. 
(Reported by W. Saaticross Govparp, Barristcr-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 

LIFE INTEREST AND REVERSIONARY SECURITIES CORPORATION 
v. HAND-IN-HAND FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE SOCIETY. Stir- 
ling, J. 15th and 16th June. 

Vunpor anv Purcuaser—Speciric Perrormance—Power or Sate UNDER 
ConvVBYANCING Act—ObssecTion By PURCHASER REFORE CONVEYANCE — 
na alent aataaas Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 21), es. 19, 20, 21 
2). 


This was an action by vendors for specific performance, and in the 
course of it a question arose as to the admissibility of certain evidence, 
which really turned on the construction of sections 19, 20, and 21 (2) of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The vendors purported to cell as mort- 
gagees. An objection was taken by the purchaser that the power of sale 
in the mortgage deed was inapplicable. The objection was adhered to 
and this action was brought. At the trial it was suggested that there was 
a power of rale under the Conveyancing Act. Thereupon the defendants 
called the managing clerk of the plaintiffs’ solicitors and asked him the 
question to which objection was taken—namely, ‘‘Did you give any 
notice to the mortgagor demanding payment under the mortgage of the 
23rd of April, 1896?’’ The plaintiffs objected to this question as 
irrelevant. 

Srreiixc, J.—The object of this question is to prove the issue raised by 
the defence that the plaintiffs had no title to cell. The answer is, first, 
that they had title to sell; and, secondly, that under the conditions of 
tale the purchaser is too late to take the objection. Now, the first 
question is of importance and turns on gections 19, 20, and 21 of the 
Conveyancing Act. [His lordship read section 19, and continued :] As 
to that I merely observe that the power of sale arose when the mortgage 
money became due, and therefore it is possible that the power of sale had 
arisen. (His lordship read section 20, and continued:] If the case 





stopped there, asa matter of construction that would prevent the mort. 
gagor exercisiug his power of sale except under one of the events 
mentioned in section 20, and, apart from section 21, the power of sale 
would not truly exist uuless it were shewn that one or other of the events 
mentioned in section 20 had occurred. The object of the purchaser in 
raising the question is to shew that none of those events had occurred, 
and consequently the vendor on the true construction of the Act had no 
power tosell. Ifthe case rested on seciions 19 and 201 should be of 
opinion that the purchaser was right and that the title could not be forced 
on him in the absence of evidence that one of those events had occurred. 
But reliance is placed on section 21 (2) and the question is objected to as 
irrelevant on the ground that under this section the vendor can make a 
good title. This is in point of fact, that the Act confers a power of sale to 
that description of purchaser whom I may call a dond fide purchaser, and 
that the remedy of any person interested by reason of its improper 
exercise lies in damages. ‘That view was taken of a power in Dicker y, 
Angerstein (24 W. R. 844, 3 Oh. D. 600). Now, the power in that case wag 
a wider one than that conferred by the Act. Also the question did not 
arise between-a vendor and purchaser but between a purchaser and mort- 
gagor, and Jessel, M.R., decided that the purchaser had a good title even 
though the whole of the mortgage debt had been paid off at the date 
when the powerof sale purported to beexercised. Butthe Master of the Rolls 
did not decide that the purchaser could not have taken objection or 
inquired whether the power had become exercisable. I read the judg- 
ment of the Master of the Kolls as implying that the clause in that case 
did extend to the power of sale where there was any irregularity or impro- 

riety in favour of the purchaser—that is, the person who had entered 
into the contract. Now, let us contrast that with the provision in the 
Conveyancing Act. That gives protection only to the purchaser who has 
obtained a conveyance, and the protection accrues only after the convey- 
ance has been made. I am asked to hold that a purchaser who might 
have been able safely to take a conveyance at the date fixed for completion 
is yet to be precluded from inquiring whether the vendor is in a position 
to exercise the power. I cannot ascribe such an effect to section 21 (2), 
which appears to me to be applicable only when a conveyance has been 
made and to leave a purchaser as between himself and the vendor free to 
raise any objection which can properly be made as between them. Not 
only do these provisions not take effect till a conveyance is made, but 
what is protected is the title of the purchaser, not of the vendor. It seems 
to me that the three sections of the Act which I have read confer pro- 
tection on, and are exercisable only in favour of, a purchaser who has 


obtained a conveyance without any knowledge of any irregularity. In my ( 


judgment the vendor is bound to shew, notwithstanding section 21 (2), that 

the power of sale is exercisable, and if the purchaser made at the proper / 
date a requisition to that effect, the vendor would be bound to answer it. | 
The vendor now objects that under the contract it is now too late to make 

such a requisition. The purchaser answers that he takes on himself the 

burden of proving that at the date fixed for completion the plaintiffs were 

not in a position to sell. That being so the question is admissible and 

relevant, and I think that it ought to be answered.—CounseL, Jenkins, 

Q.C., and Ribton; Butcher, Q.C., and P. M. Walters. Soutcrrors, H, 

Stanley-Jones ; Nicholl, Manisty, § Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Srietina, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WADE v. WADE. Kekewich, J. 1ith June. 


Estate Qury—Srerciric Sum Parasite Our or Funp 1n Court—Finance 


Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), s. 14. 
In this case there was a i 


Petition. 4.496 consols and 


. fond in court of £4.49 
£39 195. 7d. Cash to the credit of the present action. The fund repre-* 


sented the proceeds of sale of a policy of insurance for £5,000 on the life 
of R. C. Wade, who had by a marriage settlement dated the llth of 


August, 1858, assigned such policy to the trustees thereof to providea ~ 


sum of £4,000, to be held upon the trusts therein contained in favour of 
the wife and children of the marriage, and the surplus moneys were 
thereby directed to be held in trust for the settlor’s executors. Bya 
subsequent deed of the 7th of July, 1864, R. C. Wade purported to 
assign to the trustees thereof the said policy for the purposes of making 
up the portions of all his children to the sum therein specified. This 
action had been commenced for obtaining the execution of the trusts of 
the settlement of the 11th of August, 1858, so far as they related to the 

licy. The policy had been ordered to be sold and the proceeds paid 
into court. R. O. Wade died on the 6th of April, 1898. This petition was 
presented by the present trustees of the settlement of the 11th of August, 
1858, and by the wife and children interested thereunder, prayiog that the 
consols might be sold, that out of the proceeds of sale and cash in court the 
estate duty payable on the death of R. C. Wade might, upon the requisi- 
tion of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, be transferred to the 
account of the Receiver-General of Inland Revenue at the Bank; that 
out of the residue of the said moneys the £4,000 should be paid to the 
present trustees of the settlement of the 11th of August, 1858, and that 
the surplus might be paid to the present trustees of the subsequent 
settlement of the 7th of July, 1864. Re Countess of Orford (44 W. R. 383; 
1896, 1 Ch. 257) and Re Shaw (43 W. R, 315; 1895, 1 Ca. 343) were 
referred to. 

Kexewicu, J., said that section 14 of the Finance Act, 1894, was not 
intended to provide for the incidence of the estate duty, but was intended 
for the protection of executors that they might be recouped moneys which 
they had paid. The whole of the duty must therefore be paid by the 
residue of the fund and the prayer of the petition with respect to the 
£4,000 was right.—Covunset, Warrington, Q.C., and G. B. Hamilton ; @. 8. 
Medd. Soxscrrors, H. B. Wade; Maples, Teesdale, § Co. 


§Reported by BR. J. A. Morzisoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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TOMS v. CLACTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL (2). 
18th June. 


Loca GovEnnMENT—Practice—Costs—Purcuasg or Lanp sy District 
Counctt ror Buriat-crounp—Action To Restrain BuryInG WITHIN 
Proutsrrep Distance rrom Dwe.imc-Hovse—Pusiic AUTHORITIES 
Paorection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 61). 


In this action, which was for an injunction under section 9 of the 
Burial Act, 1855, to restrain a district council from using land for the 

urposes of a cemetery within 100 yards from the plaintiff's dwelling- 

ouse, judgment was given for the defendants (ante, p. 572), and 
the defendants asked for costs as between solicitor and client under 
the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, citing Harrop v. Ossett 
Corporation (46 W. R. 391; 1898, 1 Oh. 525). The plaintiff submitted 
that the action was not, within the words of section 1, brought against 
the defendants ‘‘ for any act done in pursuance or execution or intended 
execution of any Act of Parliament or of any public duty or authority.’’ 
They referred to the case of the Somersetshire Drainage Commissioners v. 
Corporation of Bridgwater, before the Court of Appeal on the 4th of April, 
1898, where the plaintiffs were unsuccessful in a claim for an injunction 
restraining the defendants from carrying out public se works s0 as 
to interfere with the banks and bed of the River Parrett, the court being 
of opinion that the defendants had a customary right to do the acts 
complained of. Counsel for the defendants in that action having asked 
for solicitor and client costs under the Act, their lordships held that the 
Act was not applicable, inasmuch as the question in dispute was on a 
custom, and the Act was meant to apply only to frivolous prosecutions 
and actions. The question, however, was not argued in that case. His 
lordship now gave his reserved judgment on the point of costs in the 
above case. 

Romer, J.—I have considered the matter as to the question of costs, 
and I cannot see in the Act any limitation beyond that imposed by the 
very words of the Act. This action appears to me to be one against the 
defendants for using or being about to use certain land for burial purposes, 
and is, in my opinion, within the words of the Act an action the 
defendants for an ‘‘ act done in pursuance of ae duty,’’ and I cannot 
see, therefore, why the Act does not apply. shall direct the registrar 
to draw up the order with costs to g taxed as between solicitor and 
client. I should like to have a decision of the Court of Appeal to guide 
me in determining the classes of cases to which the Act is not to app y-— 
CounsgeL, Levett, Q.C., and C. FE. Jones; Neville, Q.C., and pen. 
Soricrrors, 4. C. K. Doyle, for Jones $ Son, Colchester; Chamberlayne § Short. 

[Reported by J. F. Watery, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Romer, J. 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


PENNY v. THE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL OF WIMBLEDON. 
Bruce, J. 18th June. 


PrincipAL AND AGEent—Locat AvtTHortry—ConrracroR—NEGLIGENCE— 
Payment nto Court py Ong or Two Derenpants. 


Action tried before Bruce, J., anda jury. The facts, as stated in the 
judgment, were as follows: The action was brought against the Wimble- 
don Urban District Council and Edmund Iles to recover damages for 
personal injuries tustained by the plaintiff by falling over a heap of 
surface soil and grass placed by the defendant Iles in Queen’s-road, 
Wimbledon, and left there on the evening of the 23rd of October after 
dark without any light or precaution to warn persons the 
road of the obstruction caused by the heap. Queen’s- is a road 
within the jurisdiction of the Wimbledon Urban District Council, which, 
although for some considerable time prior to the happening of the matter 
ane of it had been set out as a road by the owner of the land and 
used by the public, had not become repairable by the inhabitants at large 
and had not been taken over by the district council. The district council 
had given notice under section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, 
to the owner requiring the road to be sewered, levelled, paved, 
metalled, flagged, channelled, and made good, and, the requirements 
of such notice not having been complied with, the district council 

roceeded to procure the works to be carried out under their 


direction, th 
ith this view they entered into a contract with the defendant Iles, who 


is a contractor, and in the course of carrying out his contract he 

up the surface of the road, took away the grass which had been allowed 
to grow on the ‘‘ haunches”’ of the road and in the iy and put 
the surface soil and grass in heaps on the side of the roa e plaintiff 
on the night when the accident peceen had walked down the path on 
the south eide of Queen’s-road, and then proceeding to cross the road fell 
over one of the heaps. The district council and Iles, the contractor, 
delivered separate defences. Both denied liability, but the defendant Iles 
paid the sum of £75 into court. The defendants the district council did 
not bring any money into court, and they pleaded that the money 

into court by Iles was sufficient to sa the tiff’s claim. The 
found that the leaving of the heaps in 
after dark withoutalight or other w: 
assessed the damages at £50, being less 
the defendant Iles. The judge thereupon directed judgmentto be en 

for the defendant Iles, £25 to be paid out to him together with the £50 on 
account of his costs. The question of the liability of the district council 
was then argued, and Hardaker y. Idle District Council (1896, 1 Q. B. 335), 
and Reedie v. London $ North-Western Rai Co.’ (4 Ex. 244) were cited. 
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Bruce, J., in the course of a written judgment, after sta the facts 
said: The question arises, Are the deleodante the district ped entitled | 


to have judgment entered for them? Mr. who the case on 
behalf of the district council, contended that were not liable, ssid 
that Iles was an independent conteact by the district council 


to do work which was in itself district council was 
not liable for any negligence 
in the course of the execution of the work. This question 
I think, to alarge extent into a question of fact Seonding upon the terms 
of the employment of Iles. Tne question is whether was an inde- 
pendent contractor or whether the district board reserved the power of 
controlling the contractor and of regulating the manner in which he did 
the work. I have looked carefully at the terms of the contract between 
the district council and Iles, and I have come to the conclusion, ha 
regard to the whole terms of the contract, that the district council, 
their surveyor, reserved powers which conferred upon them entire control 
over the — and the manner _— it a Robe d 4 
u the clauses wer @ surveyor req! ncompeten 
selenen to be Finn pe unsound work to be removed, because those 
clauses standing alone would not, I think, give the district council such 
control over the work as to make the contractor their agent or servant. 
Bat the first operative clause in the contract, which requires Iles to 
execute all the works mentioned in the eporiioasien sas, Sa aignet Soe 
to such explanatory drawings and —. as may 


to me in effect to give the surveyor of 
complete control over the work and over the manner 
is to be done. There is, further, a circumstance 
think is not without its bearing on 


z 


f 
i 


s 
4 
QB 
i 


accordingly. ‘That seems to 
had the oe but o- did in setghte te 
exercise the power, of directing 

public. I have come to the conclusion 
council, having the control of the 
which they permitted. But there is 
i that the defendants were liable. It 
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powers 
875—s. 150—as in the present case, and I find 
distinction betooth thetue cases. Pickard v. Smith (10 0. B. N.S. 
another case that closely resembles the present. In case the defendan 
was the lessee of refreshment rooms and a coal-cellar, and 
opening for putting coals into the coal-cellar on the arrival platform 
railway station. The defendant em a coal merchant to put 
the cellar, and the coal merchant’s servants, while 
cellar, left the hole insufficiently . The a 
in the ueual way out of the st » fell into coal. 
injured. It was held that the defendant was liable. The 
decision, I think, is this—that, when a person employs 4 
work in a place where the public are in the habit of passi 
will, unlees precautions are taken, cause danger 
— ye upon the person who orders 
at the necessary precautions are ; 
precautions are not taken, he cannot 
the blame on the contractor. Pickard 


e of the wrongdoer 
entitled so todo, The 
upon the surface of a road which they know is being used 
and they must have known that th 
would cause some obstruction to the traffic and aomna fang 
were taken to give due to the public. The rp ae 
protection to the public was, in circumstances, incurred. 
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themselves of the payment ney 
concerned, it ee toa 
they have failed. plaintiff is therefore 
Gefendent, Tea mee eee the district 
t, » the j t e 
to costs only.—Counsgx, Lord Coleridge, Q.C., and 
son, Q.C., and Newson; C. T. Giles. Boxsctrons, 8. A. J 
W. H. Whitfeld. 
[Reported by T. RB. C. Dix, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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READING v. CHEW. Bruce, J. 16th June. 


AccrUED BEFORE COMMENCEMENT oF OccupatTion—R1ouT, To: DrsrraIn— 
Incomz Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), #. 70—Incoms Tax Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), s. 35. 





Action tried before Bruce, J. The facts are stated in the judgment, 








594 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 25, 1898. 





————_—__—_ 





Henderson vy. Matthews (21 Q. B. D. 362) was cited on behalf of the 


defendant. 

Bavce, J.—The plaintiff complains that the defendant on the 15th of 
November, 1897, broke and entered premises in the possession of the 
plaintiff, 286, High-street, Stratford, and tovk an inventory and left a 
man in possession of the plaintiff's goods. The question in the case is 
whether the entry, which it is admitted was made by or under the 
direction of the defendant as a duly appointed collector for the purpose of 
the Income Tax Acts, was a lawful entry. I am of opinion that it was, 
and that no action will lie. The question arises in this way: A lease was 
granted to the plaintiff by the owners of the premises in question on the 
22nd of April, 1897, for sixty years from the 25th of December, 1896, at 
the rent of £65 a year, payable quarterly, the first payment not to be 
made ti)l the 29th of September. In consideration that the plaintiff had 
agreed to carry out certain repairs on the premises, he was to have the 

remises rent free until June. An assessment amounting to £9 3s. 4d. 
been made on the premises for the year April 6, 1896, to April 5, 
1897, inclusive, pursuant to the Finance Act, 1896. ‘The plaintiff did not 
take possession of the premises in question until the end of April, 1897. 
On the 9th of August, a demand for the sum of £9 3s. 4d. was made upon 
the plaintiff, and again about the end of September a demand notice for 
the same sum was handed tohim. He declined to pay, contending that 
he was not liable, and on the 17th of November an entry was made upon 
his premises to enforce the payment of the £9 3s. 4d., which is the entry 
complained of. The point raised by the plaintiff is that, as he was not in 
occupation of the premises during any part of the financis] year in respect 
of which the assessment was made, the defendant had no right to enter 
the premises for the purpose of making a distress to enforce the payment 
of the amount assessed. But it seems to me that section 70 of 5 and 
6 Vict. c. 35, meets the case. That section is as follows: ‘‘ That the 
said several duties shall be assessed on all lands, tenements, and heredita- 
ments whether occupied at the time of assessment or not; and so far as 
respects the duties chargeable under Schedule A, in case any lands 
charged to the said duties sha]l be unoccupied, and no distress can be 
found on the same at the time such duties shall be payable, it shall be 
lawful for the collector of the parish or place where the said lands are 
situate for the time being, at any time after, to enter upon the said lands 
when there shall be any distress thereupon to be found, and the distress 
to seize and sell, under the like powers as he might have distrained on the 
same lands if in the occupation of such persons at the time the duties 
became due. Provided always that the said duties or either of them shall 
not be levied on any house which shall be or become unoccupied for such 
year or portion of the year as the same shall be unoccupied, but the 
assessment thereupon for such year or portion of the year as aforesaid 
shall upon appeal be discharged or diminished by the Commissioners on 
due proof of the time during which such house remained unoccupied.’ 
That seems to me to be an enactment expressly providing for this very 
case, and the only question which arises is how far the provisions of section 
70 are qualified by the subsequent provisions contained in the 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 34, 8. 35, That section enacts that tenants of land who are called 
upon to pay arrears due from former occupiers may deduct the amount 
from their rent, Then follows this proviso: ‘‘ Provided that nothing in 
the said Act of the 5th and 6th years of her Majesty, c. 35, or in this Act 
contained shall extend to authorize the levying upon any such occupier 
for the time being any arrear of the duty assessed under Schedule 
_A... which ought to have been levied upon and ultimately paid and 
borne by any former occupier of the same land.’’ This proviso un- 
doubtedly qualifies the former general enactment, but the proviso only 
applies in terms to cages where the arrear of duty ought to have been 
timately paid and borne by a former occupier of the land. If the tax 
gatherer has no opportunity of getting the tax from an owner who is the 
actual occupier and neglects his opportunity then the tax gatherer cannot 
avail himself of the 70th section of the earlier Act in order to make up for 
his own neglect. But no such state of things existed in the present case. 
The owner was not in occupation at the time of the assessment, and there 
is nothing in the circumstances of this care to qualify the operation of 
section 70. I should have been glad to have left the question of damages 
to the jury, so that in the event of the Court of Appeal taking a different 
view of the law, it would not be neceseary to come down again for trial, 
but the Solicitor-General informs me that several of the facts which may 
have some bearing on the amount of damages are in dispute and that he 
has several witnesses to call if the question of damages is gone into. In 
the circumstances I think I ought to act upon my own view of the law 
and not to allow time to be taken up in hearing evidence which, according 
to the view I take, is immaterial. The Solicitor-General agrees if the 
Court of Appeal should consider that an action will lie to assent to the 
damages being assessed in any manner the Court of Appeal may direct, 
and of course the Court of Appeal will have power to direct who shall pay 
the costs of assessing the damages if an assessment of damages should 
become necessary. Judgment for the defendant.—CovunsgL, Kemp, Q C., 
and J. B. Matthews ; Sir R. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Danckwerts. So rtcrrors, 

H. C. Barker ; The Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law. | 








The Land Charges Bill was read a second time in the House of Lords 
on the 16th inst. 

The treasurer (Mr. Edmund Macrory, Q.0.) and the benchers of the 
Middle Temple will, on Tuesday, the 28th inat. (the sixtieth anniversary 
of Her Majesty’s coronation), give an entertainment in the garden of the 
Middle ‘Temple to 500 school children as pert of the Diamond Jubilee 
celebrations. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
AND SERVANT. — WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
ACT, 1897. 
Tue Workmen’s Compensation Ruxgs, 1898. 
Preliminary. 

1. Effect, short title, commencement, and construction of Rules. 60 § 61 Viet. 
c. 37.) (1.) The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, 1897 (in these Rules referred to as the Act), with 
reference to any matter or proceeding for the regulation of which Rules 
of Court may be made under the Act, and generally for carrying the Act 
into effect so far as it affects the County Court or an arbitrator appointed 
by the judge of the County Court, and proceedings in the County Court 
or before any such arbitrator. 

(2.) These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 
1898, and shall come into operation on the first day of July, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety- eight. 

(3.) The Interpretation Act, 1889 [52 § 53 Vict. c. 63], shall apply 
for the purpose of the interpretation of these Rules as it applies for the 
purpose of the interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 

(4.) These Rules chall also be read and construed with the County Court 
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Rules, 1889, and the County Court Rules of subsequent date amending the 
same; and any Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules 
shall mean the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 
— or in any County Court Rules of subsequent date, as the case may 


Parties to Arbitration before Judge or Arbitrator appointed by Judge. 


2. Parties to arbitration. (Conf. Order XL., Rule 1. Order XIV., Rule 2.)] 
(1.) When application is made for the settlement by the judge, or by an 
arbitrator appointed by the judge, of any matter which under the Act 
is to be settled by arbitration, the party making such application shall be 
called ‘‘ the applicant’’; and, subject to these rules, all other persons 
whose presence at the arbitration may be necessary to enable the judge or 
arbitrator effectively and completely to adjudicate upon and settle all 
the questions involved shall be made parties to the application, and shall 
be called ‘‘ the respondents.”’ 

(2.) In any case in which both the undertakers as defined by the Act 
and a contractor with them are alleged to be liable to pay compensation 
under the Act, the applicant may at his option make both the undertakers 
and the contractor, or either of them, respondents. 

3. Joinder of applicants. (Conf. Order III., Rule 1a (Rule 1 of December, 
1896).) Order XLIV., Rules 18,19.] More persons than one may be joined 
as applicants in one arbitration, in any case in which such persons might 
be joined in one action as plaintiffs under Order III., Rule 1a, of the 
County Court Rules (Rule 1 of the County Court Rules, December, 1896) ; 
and that rule, and Rules 18 and 19 of Order XLIV. shall, with the 
necessary modifications, apply to any such arbitration. 

4, Application by dependants. (Conf. 9 § 10 Vict. c.93. 27 § 28 Vict... 
95.)| (1.) An application on behalf of the dependants of a deceased 
workman for the settlement by arbitration of the amount payable as com- 
pensation to such dependants shall be made by the legal personal repre- 
sentative, if any, of the deceased workman on behalf of such dependants, 
and such legal personal representative shall file, as part of the particulars 
hereinafter mentioned, particulars as to the dependants on whose behalf 
such application is made. 

(2.) If there is no such legal personal representative, the application 
may be made by the dependants themselves. 

(3.) Provided, that if there is any conflict of interest between the 
dependants themselves, the application may be made by such legal personal 
representative on behalf of some only of such dependants, or if there is 
no such legal personal representative, the application may be made by 
some only of such dependants, the other dependants in either case being 
named as respondents. 

(4) In the construction of this rule the term ‘‘dependants” shall 
include persons who claim to be dependants, but as to whose claim to 
rank as dependants any question arises. 

5. Application by dependants under Act, Sched. 1, par. 5, where amount 
compensation agreed or ascertained.| (1.) In any case in which the amount 
=— as compensation to the dependants of a deceased workman has 

n agreed upon or ascertained, but any question arises as to who are 
dependants, or as to the amount payable to each dependant, an application 
for the settlement of such question by arbitration may be made either by 
the legal personal representative (if any) of the deceased workman on 
behalf of the dependants or any of them, or, if there is no legal personal 
representative, by such dependants, or any of them, against the other de- 
pendants, and the persons claiming to be dependants, but as to whose claim 
to rank as such a question arises; or such application may be made by the 
persons claiming to be dependants, but as to whose claim to rank as such @ 
question arises, or any of them, against the legal personal representative 
(if any) of the deceased workman, and the dependants, and such of the 
persons claiming to be dependants as are not applicants. 

(2.) In any such case, if the employer has paid the agreed or ascertained 
amount of compensation, it shall not be necessary to make him a sepa 
dent, but if such compensation or any part thereof is still in his hands he 
shall be made a respondent. 

(3.) In any such case the employer, if made a respondent, may pay the 
amount of compensation in his hands into court, to be dealt with as the 
judge or arbitrator shall direct, and thereupon further proceedings 
against him shall be stayed. 

_ 6. Parties arbitration as to sum payable for medical attendance and burial. 
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Act, Sched. 1, par. 1(a) (iii).] (1.) An application for the settlement by 
arbitration of the sum payable in respect of medical attendance on and 
the burial of a deceased workman who leaves no dependants shall be made 
by the legal peraonal representative, if any, of the deceased workman. If 
there be no such legal personal representative, the application may be 
made by any person to whom any such expenses are due. In the latter 
case any other person known to the applicant as a person to whom such 
expences are due shall be joined in the application either as applicant or 
respondent. 

(2.) Apportionment of such sum.] In any case in which application is 
made for the settlement by arbitration of such amount, the amount 
awarded, if insufficient for the payment of such expenses in full, shall be 
apportioned betweeen the persons to whom such expenses are due in such 
manner as the judge or arbitrator sha)l direct. 

7. Parties under disability, and partners ; representation of parties having the 
same interest. (Order I1I., Rules 7, 8, §c.)] The provisions of Rules 7 and 
8 of Order III. as to parties suing or detending on behalf of other persons 
having the same interest, and the provisions of the County Conrt Rules as 
to persons under disability and partners suing and being sued, shall, with 
the necessary modifications, apply to proceedings by way of arbitration 
under the Act, 

Application for Arbitration. 


8. Application, how made.) An application for the settlement of any 
matter by arbitration shall be made by the applicant filing with the 
registrar a request for arbitration, intituled in the matter of the Act and 
in the matter of the arbitration, which request shall be entered and num- 
bered as a plaint, and shall, with the subsequent proceedings thereon, be 
recorded in the special register hereinafter mentioned. 

9. Particulars. (Conf. Order XL. 2. Order XII. 3. Order XLIV. 2, 
3.)] Particulars shall be appended or annexed to the request, con- 
taining— 

(2) A concise statement of the circumstances under which the appli- 
— is made, and the relief or order which the applichnt 
claims ; 

(2) The date of service of notice of the accident on the employer, or, if 
such notice has not been served, the reason for such omission ; and 

(c) The full names and addresses of the respondents, and of the 
applicant and his solicitor, if the proceedings are commenced 
through a solicitor. 

10. Forms of request and particulars. The request and particulars shall 
be according to such of the forms in the Appendix as shall be applicable 
to the case, with such modifications as the nature of the case shall require. 

(2.) A copy of the notice of the accident shall be appended or annexed 
to the particulars. Ifthis rule cannot be complied with, the reason for 
the omission shall be stated in the particulars. 

11. Copies for judge and respondents.| The applicant shall deliver to the 
registrar with the request aud particulars a copy thereof for the judge or 
arbitrator, and a copy for each respondent to be served. 

12. Where applicant is illiterate. (Conf. Order V., Rule 4a.) Where 
the applicant is illiterate and unable to furnish the required information 
in writing, the request and particulars and copies shall be filled up by the 
registrar’s clerk. 

Proceedings on Arbitration before Judge. 
Fixing Day and Place for Arbitration. 


13. Fixing day and place for arbitration. (Conf. Order XL., Rule5.)) (1.) 
On the filing of a request for arbitration, the registrar shall tranemit a 
copy of the request and particulars to the judge, who shall as soon as 
conveniently may be (if he decides to settle the matter himself), appoint 
a day and hour for proceeding with the arbitration. Such day shall be so 
fixed as to allow the copies of the request and particulars to be served on 
the respondents at least ten clear days before the day so fixed. 

(2.) ‘he arbitration shall, subject as hereinafter mentioned, be held at 
the place at which the Court is held. 

_(3.) (Conf. Order XXXIXb., Rules 1, 2.)] Provided, that the judge may 
direct that the arbitration shall be held at any other place within the 
district of the Court, on application in that behalf made by any party to 
the arbitration, and on such party filing an undertaking to provide at his 
own expense a place to the satisfaction of the judge in which the arbi- 
tration may be held, and to pay the necessary expenses of the judge and 
officers of the Court attending at such place. 

(4.) If such direction is given before the notices mentioned in the next 
following rule are issued, the registrar shall insert in such notices the 
place at which the arbitration has been so directed to be held. 

(5.) If such direction is given after such notices have been issued, the 
registrar shall forthwith send notice by post to the parties of the place at 
which the arbitration has been so directed to be held. 

Notice of Day Fixed. 

14. Notice to parties. (Conf. Order XXXVIII., Rule 2.) Forms 6, 7.] 
On the day for proceeding with an arbitration being fixed, the registrar 
shall give or send by post notice in writing to the applicant, stating the 
place at which and the day and hour on and at which the arbitration will 

proceeded with, and shall issue the copies of the request and particulars, 
under the seal of the court, for service on the respondents, together with 
notices signed by the registrar himself, and under the seal of the court, 
stating the place at which and the day and hour on and at which the 
arbitration will be proceeded with, and that if the respondents do not 
attend in person or by their solicitors such order will be made and pro- 
ceedings taken as the judge may think just and expedient. 


Service on Respondents. 
15. Service on respondents. (Order VII., Rule 30.)] (1.) The copies and 
notices mentioned in the last preceding rule may be served— 





(2) By a bailiff of a court ; 
or, at the request of the applicant or his solicitor, 

(4) By the applicant or some clerk or servant in his permanent aud 

exclusive employ ; or 

(c) By the applicant’s solicitor, or a solicitor acting as agent for such 

solicitor, or some person in the employ of either of them. 

(2.) Act, Sect. 2, Sub-sects. 4, 5.] Service may be effected either in 
accordance with the rules as to service of default summonses, or by 
registered post in accordance with the provisions of sub-sections 4 and 5 
of section 2 of the Act with reference to service of notice in respect of an 
injury, and the provisions of those stib-sections sba!l apply to such 
service. 

(3.) Where service effected otherwise than by bailiff. (Order VIT., Rule 31.) ] 
Where service is effected otherwise than by a bailiff, a copy of the 
document served, with the date and mode of service endo thereon, 
shall within three clear days next after the date of service, or such further 
time as may be allowed by the registrar of the court issuing such 
document, be delivered or transmitted to such registrar p bag applicant 
or his solicitor. The applicant or his solicitor shall (anless the 
respondent files an answer) after the time limited for filing an answer, 
deliver or transmit to the registrar an affidavit of the service of such 
document, according to Form 21 in the Appendix to the’ County Court 
Rules, with such variations as the circumstances of the case shall require. 


Stay of Proceedings. : 

16. Stay of proceedings in other arbitrations, to abide decision as to liability in 
selected arbitration. (Conf. Order VIIT., Rules 2-6.)] Where several requests 
for arbitration are filed by different applicants against the same respondent 
in the same court in respect of matters arising out of the same circum- 
stances, the respondent may, on filing an undertaking to be bound, so far 
as his liability to pay compensation is concerned, by the award in such 
one of the said arbitrations as may be selected by the judge, apply to the 
judge under Order VIII., Rule 2, for an order to stay proceedings in the 
arbitrations other than the one so selected until an award is made in such 
selected arbitration; and Rules 2 to 6 of Order VIII. shall, with the 
necessary modifications, apply accordingly. 


Answer by Respondents. 

17. Answer by respondent. (Conf. Order X., Rules 9, 10.) Form 8.) (1.) 
If any respondent desires to dieclaim any interest in the subject-matter of 
the arbitration, or considers that the applicant’s particulars are in any 
respect inaccurate or incomplete, or desires to bring any fact or document 
to the notice of the judge, or intends to rely on the fact that notice 
of tke accident was not served in accordance with section 2 of the 
Act, or that the claim for compensation was not made within the 
time limited by the said section, or intends to deny (wholly or par- 
tially) his liability to pay compensation under the Act, he shall, five 
clear days at least before the day fixed for proceeding with the 
arbitration, file with the registrar an answer, stating his name and 
address, and the name and address of his solicitor (if any), and 
stating that he disclaims any interest in the subject matter of the 
arbitration, or stating in what respect the particulars are inaccurate or 
incomplete, or stating concisely any fact or document which he desires to 
bring to the notice of the judge, or on which he intends to rely, or the 
grounds on and extent to which he denies liability. 

(2.) Such respondent shall, with such answer, file copies thereof for the 
applicant and the judge, and one copy for each of the other respondente, 
and the registrar shall within twenty-four hours after receiving such 
copies transmit the same by post to the applicant and the judge and the 
other respondents respectively. 

(3.) Subject to any answer so filed, and to the provisions of the next 
following paragraph, the applicant’s particulars, and, in the case of a 
claim for compensation, the liability to pay compensation under the Act, 
shall be taken to be admitted. 

(4.) Provided, that in case of non-compliance with this Rule, and of the 
applicant’s not consenting at the arbitration to permit a respondent to 
avail himself of any matter of which he should, pursuant to this rule, have 
given notice by filing an answer, the judge may, on such terms as he shall 
think fit, either proceed with the arbitration and allow the respondent to 
avail himself of such matter, or adjourn the arbitration to enable the 
respondent to file such answer. 


Submission to Award or Payment into Court by Respondents. 


18. Submission to award or payment into court by respondents. Form 9.) 
(L.) Where a respondent from whom compensation is claimed admits 
admits liability, he may at any time before the day fixed for procseding 
with the arbitration, 

(a.) Where the application is made by an injured workman, file with the 
registrar a notice that the respondent submits to an award for the 
ee of a weekly sum, to be specified in such notice ; or 

(s.) Where the application is made on behalf of the dependants of a 
deceased re nog or for the settlement of the sum payable in 
respect of medical attendance on and the burial of a 
workman who leaves no dependants, poy into court such sum of 
money as the respondent considers sufficient to cover his liability 
in the circumstances of the case. 

. (2.) (Conf. Order IX., Rule 11 (2) .) Forms 10,11.) The registrar shall, 
within twenty-four hours from the time of any notice filed or payment 
made pursuant to the last preceding paragraph, send notice thereof (with, 
where a notice is filed, a copy of such notice) to the applicant, and to the 


other respondents (if “_- 
(3.) Acceptance of weekly payment offered. Form 12. (Conf. Order IX., 
Rule 12a.)| If the ap t is a workman, and elects to accept in satis- 


faction of his claim payment specified in the respondent’s 
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notice, he stall send to the istrar and to the respondent by post, or 
leave at the registrar's office a. at the residence or place of business of 
the respondent, a written notice stating such acceptance, within such 
reasonable time before the day fixed for proceeding with the arbitration 
as — of filing of notice of submission by the respondent has per- 
mitted. 

(4.) Acceptance of sum paid into court. Form 12. (Conf. Order IX., Rule 12c.)] 
if the application for arbitration is made on behalf of the dependants of 
a deceased workman, or for the settlement of the sum payable in respect 
of medical attendance and burial as aforesaid, and the applicant is willing 
to accept the sum paid into court in satisfaction of the com’,.sation 
payable to the dependants, or in respect of such medical attendance and 
burial (as the case may be), he shall send to the registrar and to the 
respondent by post, or leave at the registrar’s office and at the residence 
or place of business of the respondent, a written notice of such willingness 
within such reasonable time before the day fixed for proceeding with the 
arbitration as the time of payment into court by the respondent has 
permitted. 

If there are any other respondents, the applicant shall in like manner 
give notice of such willingness to such respondents ; and if any of such 
respondents are willing to accept the sum paid into court in satisfaction 
of such compensation as aforesaid, they shall in like manner give notice of 
such willingness to the registrar and to the applicant and the other res- 
pondents. 

(5.) Procedure if weekly payment offered or sum paid in is accepted.| If the 
applicant isa workman, and elects to accept in satisfaction of his claim 

e weekly payment submitted to by the respondent, or if in any other 
case the applicant and all the respondents give notice of their willingness 
to —- the sum paid into court, the following provisions shall apply :— 

(a.) Where the respondent submits to an award for the payment of a 
weekly sum, the judge may, on application made to him in or out 
of court, forthwith make an award directing payment of such weekly 
sum accordingly ; 

(b.) Where the respondent has paid money into court, further proceed- 
ings against such respondent shall be stayed, except as hereinafter 
mentioned; and ; 

(i.) If the applicant and the other respondents agree as to the appor- 
tionment and application of such sum, the judge may, on 
application made to him in or out of court on behalf of or with 
the consent of all such parties, forthwith make an award for such 
apportionment and application ; 

(ii.) In any other case the arbitration may proceed as between the 
applicant and the other respondents. 

(c.) Costs payable by respondent. (Conf. Order IX., Rule 12a (3).)] In any 
such case the judge may, in his discretion, by his award order the 
respondent filing notice of submission to an award or paying money 
into court to pay such costs as the applicant and the other respond- 
ents or any of them may have properly incurred before the receipt 
of notice of submission to an award or payment into court, including, 
if the judge on consideration of the facts of the case shall so order, 
any items which might have been allowed by order of the judge at 
the hearing of the arbitration. 

Form 12. (Conf. Order IX., Rule 12a (4).] If the applicant or any 
respondent intends to apply for any such costs, he shall give notice 
of his intention in his notice of acceptance. 

(6.) Procedure and costs if weekly sum offered or sum paid in is not accepted. 
In default of notice of acceptance by the applicant and all the respondents, 
the arbitration may proceed ; but if no greater weekly payment or com- 
pensation is awarded than that which the respondent has submitted to pay 
or has paid into court, such respondent shall not be liable to pay any further 
costs than such as he might have been ordered to pay if the weekly pay- 
ment offered or sum paid into court had been accepted ; and the judge may 
order any costs incurred by such respondent after notice of submission to an 
award or payment into court to be paid by any party who has not given notice 
of acceptance of such weekly payment or sum, and may order such costs to 
be set off against any costs payable to such party, or to be deducted from 
any weekly payment or compensation awarded to such party. The judge 
may also order any costs incurred after notice of payment into court by 
any party who has given notice of acceptance to be paid by any other party 
who has not given such notice, and to be deducted from any compensation 
awarded to such last-mentioned party. 


(Zo be continued.) 
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TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Orver or Court. 
Friday, the 17th day of June, 1898. 


I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Romer (1898—C—No. 1,776). 
The City Bank, Limited v The New Victoria Mansions Restaurant Com- 
pany, Limited, and Others. Hatsnvry, C. 


It is stated that Sir John Scott, late Judicial Adviser to the Khedive of 





Egypt, has accepted the position of Deputy-Judge-Advocate-General 
but will not take up his duties until the 15th of October next. 7 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday : — 

Linco.n’s-1nn.—Alfred E. W. Hazel, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.), LL.D, 
(Dublin), Fellow and Lecturer of Jesus Ooll., Oxford, Eldon Liw Scholar 
(Oxon ) 1895, Certificate of Honour and Special Prizs for Constitutional 
Law and Legal History, C.L.E. Hilary, 1896, Barstow Law Scholar, 
1897 ; Herbert 8. Preston, Certificate of Honour, C.L.E Trinity, 1898; 
Mahimohun Ghose, Balliol Coll., Oxford, aud Indian Civil Service; 
Charles Dixon, Trinity Hall, Camb., B.A.; Francis H. Meade, Magd, 
Coll., Oxford, B.A.; Richard C. Brown, Balliol Coll., Oxford, B.A; 
George E. Leon; Warwick H. Draper, Scholar of Univ. Coll., Oxford, 
B.A.; Hiram W. Warner, Trinity Coll., Camb., B.A.; Heury 0, 
Joseph; Merwanjee M. . Bhownaggree, Balliol Coll., Oxford, 
and Wilson Ooll., Bombay; Everard W. Fichardt, Jesus Coll, 
Camb.; Jotirao B. Khasgiwale, Baroda High School, India; the 
Hon. Sidney C. Peel, M.A., late Fellow of Trinity College, Oxford; 
Cecil W. Turner, New Coll., Oxford; Alexander Manson, Oxford 
University, B.A.; Rahimkhan K. Khan, Allahabad Univ.; Thomas M, 
French, Madras Univ. ; Hardeo S. Agarwala, Allahabad Univ. ; John H, 
N. Armstrong, Trinity Hall, Camb., B.A. ; Bernard K. R. Wilkinson, New 
Coll., Oxford, B.A.; Bawa D. Singh; Diwan M. Das; Richard C. Pear. 
man, Trinity Coll., Camb., B.A.; Har B. Singh ; Balwant Singh, Punjab 
Univ.; Beni P. Khosla, Lahore Univ.; Dudley F. Nevill, New Coll, 
Oxford; Abdul Aziz; Champat R. Jain; William K. Lemon; Prem L, 
Seth ; Alfred W. B. Welford ; Syed M. Shere, Calcutta Univ. ; Francis G, 
Todhunter, New Ooll., Oxford, B.A. ; Robert C. Lane, New Coll., Oxford, 
B.A. ; William G. Randles, Jesus CoJl., Cambridge, B A., LL.B. ; Narayen 
D. Barmera, Mohammad Azim, Kunwar U. V. 8. Raghubansi and Bepin 
O, Chatterjee. 

Inner Tempitz.—Lacy G. Nightingale, B.A., Oxford, holder of a 
certificate of honour awarded in Trinity Term, 1898; Frederick Belfield, 
M.A., Oxford; Arthur J. Alison, Oxford; Edward Strangman, M.A., 
Oxford ; Walter S. Cohen, B.A., Camb. ; James Bradbury, B.A., Camb. ; 
Charles C. Eley, B.A., Oxford; William T. Barneby, B.A., Camb.; 
Reginald F. Hammond; Robert J. Burns; George Ridehalgh, LL.B., 
Camb. ; Richard C. Davies, B.A., Oxford; Mark Waterlow, B.A., Oxford; 
John 8. Arkwright, B.A., Oxford; Hubert E. L. Bolton, B.A., Oxford; 
David D. Reid, B.A., Oxford; Edward C. Richardson, Camb. ; George E. 
Morris, B.A., Oxford; Hugh G. Newton, Oxford; Francie J. M. J, 
Dessain, B.A., Oxford; Charles G. T. Ponsonby, B.A., Oxford; James 
Stratford, B.A., Oxford; Rupert S. Gwynne, B.A., Camb. ; William B. 
Pike, B.A., Camb.; John D. Fletcher, Oxford; George H. V. Sutherland, 
B.A., Oxford; Carl W. T. B. Juta; Gilbert Jordan, Oxford; Herbert B. 
Cohen, B.A., Camb.; William G. Adams, B.A., Camb.; Pestonjee §. 
Patuick, Camb., and M.A., Bombay; Harry De C. Matthews, B.A., 
Camb.; and Alfred A. Hildesheimer, B.A., Oxford. 

Mippte Tempise.—Reginald A. Law, Civil Service, Straits Scttlements, 
Middle Temple 30 guineas International Law Scholar; Ranjivan J. 
Mehta, Bombay Univ.; John B. Davies, B.A., LL.B., Downing Coll., 
Camb.; Abdul Rasul, BA., St. John’s Coll., Oxford; William McK. 
Young, Civil servant, Perak, Straits Settlements; Lieutenant-Colonel 
Benjamin A. N. Parrott, Indian Staff Corps; Sewak Ram, Government 
Coll., Lahore, Calcutta and Punjab Univs.; Edwin Mayfield, M.A, 
Camb. ; Vasudro R. Pandit, B.A., scholar, Fitzwilliam Hall, Camb., B.A., 
Calcutta Univ., Ousely Scholar, Imperial Institute; Kanji P. Dodia; 
Stanislas Mendrison, Bachelier en droit, Ecole de Droit, Paris, Eléve 
Diplome, Ecole des Sciences Politiques, Paris; Iguatius S. Ferreira; 
Frederick R. Cronje; Carlton Hackney; William A. &. Balfour Browne, 
B.A., Oxford Univ., second-class science; Walter P. Dodge, Yale and 
Oxford Unive.; Arthur L. Ingpen; Georges E. Nairac, London Univ. ; 
Randolph A. Glen, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; William T. Postlethwaite, 
intermediate LL.B., Victoria Univ. ; Alexander E. Rogers; Harry Lewis. 

Gray’s-1nn.—William H. Damsday, Theodore 8. Toolis, Pagadala R. 
Naidu, Jnanendra N. Ray, Edward J. 8. Athawes, B A., C.C.C., Camb., 
Dhanpat Rai, Haus Raj Bhandari, Lancelot D'E. Miller, Charles W. 
Hayward, M.D., C.M.Edin., D.P.H.Camb., M.R.C.S.Eng., L.R.O.P. 
Lond., Bijay K. Acharyya, B.A., Calcutta Univ., LL.B.Edin., Charles H, 
Leach, and Louis J. Madelon. 



































































LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Lewis Emanvzt, one of the oldest practising solicitors in London, 
and the senior member of the firm of Emanuel & Simmonds, of 36, 
Finsbury-circus, E.C., died suddenly on Sunday last. He was born at 
Portsea, Hants, in 1832, and came to London at an early age to practise 
as a solicitor. He was articled exactly fifty years ago, and had been & 
practising solicitor for forty-five years. He had been senior partner im 
the firm of Emanuel & Simmonds for upwards of twenty years, and the 
firm but recently admitted into partnership one of his sons. He was 
solicitor to several public bodies, including the Jewish Board of Deputies, 
the representative body of British Jews. He eerved for twenty-one years 
in the volunteers, and but recently received the long-service medal. His 
was indomitable, and undoubtedly led to his untimely end. 
















ene 
Though physically strong, no highly-strung system such as his could 
possibly withs the pressure of work which he voluntarily un 





in addition to his heavy professional labours. He was possessed of great 
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blic spirit; in fact, all his leisure time was taken up in charitable, | fanciful and ill-founded this objection was. In civil cases, where litigants 
Pincational, and political work, He was an uent , and had t be examined and ~ - arose as important to 
strong political feelings. For many years he held the of Speaker of viduals as liberty iteelf. A man’s , social all that 
the Kensington Parliament. He was, with the late Messrs. and | made life worth living, might on the verdict in a civil cause. 
Beale, one of the leaders of the Municipal Reform League, and was a | Take, for instance, a case where a libellous charge was made against.a man 
member of the Liberal-Unionist Federation. A pamphlet he wrote on | of conduct criminal in its character and where justification was 
“Corrupt Practices at Parliamentary Elections” received wide tion | The case had to be investigated on the same tines as accusation 


in political circles. He was an earnest Jew and an energetic wo on 
the committees of most of the Jewish charities, but his charity and his 
charitable work extended far beyond the bounds of the Jewish community. 
Up to the hour of his death he was in the best of health and the best of 
spirits. On Sunday morning last he was engaged for two and a-half hours 
at an important meeting of the Board of Deputies. He had then to rush 
home to have a hasty meal, and then had to hurry off to the Old Ford 
Schools, where he had undertaken to preside at a prize-giving in the place 
ofa gentleman who had been takenill. He there made an excellent h, 
full of humour; but as soon as the ceremony was over he was seized with 
sickness, became unconscious, and, in spite of all attentions and medical 
aid, died before his family could be summoned. The Jarge number of 
wreaths sent by friends and public bodies shew the appreciation in which 
the deceased gentleman was held. The funeral took place on Wednesday 
last, and was largely attended, and included deputations from the Ken- 
ton Parliament, the Jewish boys of the Lewisham Industrial School, 
ous companies of the Jewish Boys’ Brigade, and the Jews’ Infant 
School—institutions in which he had taken the greatest interest. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Richarp Torrinc Bevertey Artcueriey, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to Administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England. Mr, Atcherley, who practices at 9, Arundel-street, 
Strand, was admitted a solicitor in November, 1890. 


Mr. A. M. Brexnzgr, of the South-Eastern Circuit, has been elected a | 3° 


Bencher of the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple in succession to 
the late Mr. Meadows White, Q.0. 


ee 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vTion. 


Sam Parzy and Joun Warren, solicitors (Patey & Warren), London- 
wall, London. June 14. The said Sam Patey will continue to 
on business alone in his own name. [ Gazette, June 17. 


GENERAL. 


The Senate of Dublin University on Wednesday passed a grace for 
conferring the honorary degree of LL.D. upon, among others, Mr. 
Justice Collins. 


The fifty-ninth annual report of the Deputy Keeper of the Public 
Records has been printed. It states that during 1897 the number of 
registered applications for the production of records, State papers, &c., 
was: In the 1 search room, 15,104; in the literary search room, 
27,742—making a total of 42,846. In the calendaring department of the 
office a considerable amount of work was done. Of the State papers 
relating to Ireland, of the reign of Queen Elizabeth, nine sheets of a 
volume dealing with the years 1599 and 1600 were for the press, 
and the remainder of the text was in type at the end of the year. 

An amusing incident, says the /Vestminster Gazette, took place late the 


other evening at Norwich Assizes, where Mr. Justice Hawkins is sitting 
this week. The judge kept the court until nearly ten, in order to finish a 


long case, until at last the foreman of the jury plucked up courage to 
remind him that they had breakfasted at seven in the mo: , and were 
hungry. ‘‘But surely you had some lunch?” said the “We 


had one beef patty each, and some bread and cheese,’’ said the foreman, 
and added slyly, ‘‘We have a suspicion that your lordship’s lunch 
partakes somewhat of the character of a dinner, while ours was a very 
meagre one.’”’ But Mr. Justice Hawkins emphatically denied that he 
took a substantial midday meal. ‘‘ Then everyone must agree that your 
lordship is the youngest man in court,’’ said counsel, coming to the rescue 
of the famished jury, who were forthwith sent off to dinner without 
further delay. 


At the Reading Assizes Mr. Justice Mathew, in charging the d 
juy (says the Times), caid that the opposition to the Criminal Evidence 
which had recently arisen seemed to be greatly over-rated in 
importance. It was mainly based on what would seem to be an 
extraordinary ground. The object of the Bill was to prevent a grievous 
miscarriage of justice when an innocent man was condemned as a 
criminal. The Bill was opposed on the ground that a person unjustly 
accused would have less chance of escaping conviction under the new law. 
It was urged that the prisoner in the witness-box would be so bewildered 
and confused by the cross-examination of the prosecuting couneel, that 
his guilt would seem to the jury to be established. The suggestion 
involved a serious imputation on the bar for which there seemed to be no 
Teasonable ground. Counsel well knew and faithfully observed the 
traditions of the profession. It was the duty of counsel for the Crown 
not to struggle for victory, but to assist judge and jury in ascertaining 
the truth. If from inexperience or undue zeal the line of duty should be 
overstepped, there was the judge, vigilant for the just tion of 
the law, and the jury, who would see clearly the wrong that might be 
done if the prisoner were treated unfairly. He had no fear that the bar 
Would not be as faithful to their obligations in the future as they had 
been in the past. A further consideration seemed to him to show how 


an 

crime in our courts. It was not his experience that in such 
innocent man could be so cross-examined that an unjust verdict would 
pronounced. If this were their experience of cross-examination, it t 
no longer to exist. But on the contrary, it was certain that, w 
properly and temperately administered, there was no better instrument 
or arriving at the truth. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoisrzans m ATTENDANCE ON 














Aprgzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. Strrauive. 
a Beal Rolt 
el Beal Rolt 
~~ Beal Rolt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewion. Roun. sine — 
. ° Gantaien Mr. Ward . Posh 
Carrington Ward Lavie 
30 Jackson Pemberton Pugh 
Ward Lavie 
2 Jackson Pemberton Pugh 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1898. 
(Continued from p. 578.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1897. 
Lake v Harrison app of dft from order of Mr Justice North, dated Aug 4, 
1897 (order not perfected) Aug 20 


Boord v The African Consolidated Land & Trading Oo, ld app of defts 
from order of Mr Justice North, dated Dec 10, 1897 (order not per- 
fected) Dec 18 em 


London Road Car Co ld v The Era Omnibus Assoc app of pits from order 
of Mr Justice North, dated May 20, 1898 (order not perfected) May 24 

Attorney-Gen v Swansea Corpn app of dfts from order of Mr Justice 
North, dated March 25, 1898 May 25 

FROM THE QUEEN’S BENOH DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 
(Final List.) 

The Colne Fishing Co & The Mayor, &c. of The Boro’ of Colchester v 
eee Cow pd eh of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Oct 
26, 1897, at trial without a jury, (c av May 19) 

FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 

British Empire Type Set Machine, ld & ors v Lino’ Co, 1d appla 
of dits for judgt or new trial on appeal from verdict & judg dated Feb 
28, 1898, at trial before the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middle- 
sex (cav May 24) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1897. 


Pash & ors v Keays app of dft from j of Mr i Wright, dated 
'e 


Feb 1, 1898, at trial without a jury, x 
Way v Young hee dft from i of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 22, 
1898, at trial ut a jury, March 2 


Shipway v Broadwood app of dft _— jdgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 


eb 10, 1898, Worcester March 
Ford v Chichester app of plt from j of Mr. Justice ny dated 


Jan 21, 1898, at trial without a jury, 

Neale v Neale app of plt from judgt of Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, 
dated Dec 21, 1897, at trial without a . March 10 
Hunter v Tebay app of pit from j of Justice Bruce, dated Dec 
7, 1897, at trial with special jury, , aud cross notice of deft, 
dated h 10, 1898 March 1 


Watkins (trustee, &c & Co f plt from of Mr 
Justice Wright’ dated Feb 24, Ye08, at trial sites a 4 





2 
Palmer. & Co 1d v Muir of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
dated March 3, 1898, at trial a eee MiddleeesMesch 16” 
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Martin & anr v Raffety app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated March 5, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 16 

Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Leicester Pneumatic Tyre Co app of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 5, 1898, at trial 
without a jury March 17 

Owners of the Wool Cargo lately on board the SS ‘‘ Waikato”? v New 
Zealand Shipping Cold app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated March 4, 1898, at trial without jury, Middlesex March 18 

Lower Rhine & Wurthenburg Insce Assoc vy Sedgwick app of pits from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 11, 1898, at trial without jury, 
Middlesex March 18 

The Valvelees Gas Engine Syndicate ld vy Day app of plts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated March 1, 1898 March 19 

Roberts & ors v Thomas & ors app of dfts from judgtof Mr Justice 
Wright, dated March 12,1898 March 22 

Foxwell & ors v Van Grutten app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated March 17, 1898, and cross-notice of dft dated April 1, 
1898 March 24 

Winton (in forma pauperis) vy Price app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated March 9,1898 March 25 

Chapman v Harding Bros app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated Feb 24, 1898 March 25 

Seaton v Keats & ors app of A Batley, a dft, from judgt of Mr Justice 
Day, dated March 16, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
March 28 

Duxbury v Sandiford (Crown Side) app of dft from judgt of Justices 
Wright & Darling, dated March 18,1898 March 30 

The Venezuela Central Ry Co, ld v The Construction Investment Co, ld 
app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated March 8, 1898, at 
trial without a jury, Middlesex March 30 

Bue v Bywater app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated March 
22, 1893, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 30 

McGuffie v Burleigh app of dft from judgt of Mr. Justice Bruce, dated 
March 24, 1898, Middlesex (jury discharged) March 31 

Foster v Simpson app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
March 31, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 31 

Greenwood v Francis app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 
March 18, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 31 

Hall v Cox appof plt from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated March 
23, 1898, West Riding, York April 2 

Thomson & anr v Eiwards app of applts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grantham, dated March 22, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middle- 
sex April 4 

Miller v Harding app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
March 31, 1898 April 5 

Turner v Bowles Bowles v Turner & arr (by counter-claim) app of E & 
C A Turner from judgt of Mr Justice Channel!, dated Feb 1, 1898, at 
trial without a jury, Middlesex April 5 

Field SS Cold v Burr app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated March 22, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex April 5 

Newby v Eckersley app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
March 25, 1898, and common jury, Leeds April 5 

A Jones (wife of E J Jones), plt v The Barking Urban District Council, 
dfts (Crown Side) app of plt from judgt of Justices Wright and 
Darling, dated March 17, 1898 April 5 

The Southwark & Vauxhall Water Co, applts v The Hampton Urban 
District Council, respts (Crown Side) app of respts from judgt of 
Justices Wright & Darling, dated March 18,1898 April 5 

The Queen on the Prosecution of R B Moore v M T Shore (Crowa Side) 
app of prosecutors from judgt of Justices Wright & Darling, dated 
March 25, 1898 April 6 

Webster v Barnett & Son app of dfts from judgt of The Lord Chief 
Justice, dated March 24, 1898, at trial without a jury, Birmingham 
April 6 

The tna Co of North America v The North China Insce Co app of pits 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated March 31, 1898 April 6 

Fioch vy Woodrow app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
March 28, 1898, at trial with common jury, Middlesex April 7 

Forester v Edwards & anr app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated March 31, 1898, at trial without a jury, Cardiff April 14 

In re W H Bott, a Solicitor, and Solicitors Act, 1888 (Redfern’s appln) 
app of the Solicitor from jdgt of Justices Wright and Darling, dated 
Jan 14,1898 April 15 

In re Same (Dutton’s applp 
Wright and Darling, dated Jan 14, 1898 


app of the Solicitor from jdgt of Justices 
April 15 





Lable v Scalougue app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 


Jan 18, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex April 18 


W E Morton & F A Steele (trading as Norton & Steele), plts v T Davison 


{trading as the A B C Hotel and General Advertising Co) dft (Crown 
side) app of dft from jdgt of Justices Wright and Darling, dated April 
2,1398 April 18 


Bennetts & Co v Mcilwraith & Cold app of MclIlwraith & Co from jdgt | 


of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated April 5, 1898, at trial without a jury, 
Middlesex April 19 
Bond v Hanman app of dft from jdgt of The Lord Chief Justice, dated 
March 21, 1898, at trial without jury, Birmingham April 19 
Vercoe v Jenks app of dftfrom jdgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
April 6, 1898 April 20 
Park Castle Land Co ld v Marrell 
Phillimore, dated March 31, 1898, at trial without jury, Cardiff 
April 21 
. T Drew v E Sanders (The Metropolitan Investment and Loan Association 


app of plt from jdgt of Mr. Justice | 





ld, claimants) Crown side app of clmts from jdgt of The Lord Chieg 
Justice & Mr Justice Channell, dated April6, 1898 April 26 

In re an Arbitration, Radford & Fisher & aur & Hughes, trustees app of 
JJ Radford from jdgt of Justices Day & Phillimore, dated April 5, 1898 
April 26 

Humphrey v Conybeare app of plt from judgt of Mr Justic> Wright, 
dated Feb 1, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex April 28 

Miller v British & Colonial Agency, ld app of defts from judgt of Mp 
Justice Phillimore, dated April 23, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middle. 
sex April 29 

Hasluck v Clark app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated 
April 22, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex April 30 

Powley, Thomas, & Co v Mavzanos, Christobal, & Co app of plts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated April 22, 1898, at trial without 
jury, Middlesex May 5 

The Queen on the prosecution of Hl E Walker & A C Walker (trading ag 
the Rugby Portland Cement Co) v The London & North-Western Ry 
Co (Crown side) app of defts from judgt of Justices Wills & Kennedy, 
dated April 28, 1898 May 10 

Worrell & avr v Smith app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated May 11, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex May 16 

Agins v Great Western Colliery Co, 1d app of defts from judgt of My 
Justice Chaunell, dated March 31, 1898, at trial without a jury May 
16 

Cessford v The Dover Harbour Board app of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wills, dated April 1, 1898, at trial with special jury, Middlesex 
May 16 

Hall v Mildren app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
April 23, 1898, at trial withouta jury, Middlesex May 17 

Green v Bell app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 
12, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex May 19 

Warren v Warren app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Day, datcd May 
9, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex May 19 

Justice v James app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated May 
3, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex May 19 

Hedger v Nevill app of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice Ridley, dated 
April 30, 1898, at trial with common jury, Middlesex May 19 

Spokes v Grosvenor Hotel Co,1ld & ors app of deft R C Drew from 
judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated April 5, 1893, at trial with special 
jury, Middlesex May 20 

Cabn & anr v Pockett’s Bristol Channel Steam Packet Co, ld appof 
plts from judgt of Mr. Justics Mathew. dated May 18, 1898, at trial 
without a jury, Middlesex May 23 

Griffiths v Hammond & anr app of deft Hammond from judgt of Mr 
Justice Mathew, dated May 2, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
May 23 

Jacobs v Lindow app of plt in Person from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, 
dated May 24, 1898, at trial with common jury, Middlesex May 24 

Davis v Witney Urban District Council app of plt from iudgt of Justices 
Ridley & Channell, dated May 19,1898 May 25 

Stephen, White, & Co v Groves, John, & Co app of dfts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Mathew, dated May 23, 1898, at trial without a jury, 
Middlesex May 28 

The North-Eastern Railway Co (applis) v The Overseers of the Parish of 
Dalton & the Assessment Committee of Thirsk Union (respts) Crown 
Side app of applts from judgt of Justices Wi'ls & Kennedy, dated May 
16,1898 May 28 

G Cartright v The Guardians of the Poor of Sculcoates Union, Kingston. 
upon-Hull (respts) Crowa Side app of applts from judgt of Justices 
Grantham & Ridley, dat-d May 14,1898 May 28 

J Richardson Willford v Same app of applts from judgt of Justices 
Grantham & Ridley, dated May 14, 1898 May 28 

J Walsh v Same app of applts from judgt of Justioes Grantham & 
Ridley, dated May 14, 1898 May 28 

A Robinson vSame app of applts from judgt of Justices Grantham & 
Ridley, dated May 14, 1898 May 28 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearing. 
(With Nautical Assessors. ) 
1898. 

The Pampa—1897—Folio 306 (damage) Owners of Lippe & ors v Owners 
of ae app of dfts from judgt of the President, dated Feb 2, 18% 
Feb 17 

Provencal—1897—Folios 410 & 413 (damage) Owners of Abyssinian & 
ors v The Owners of the Provencal app of ptfs from jdgt of the Pres 
dent, dated Feb 8,1898 Feb 24 d 

Toward—1898—Folio 18 (damage) Owners of Robert Adamson & ors¥ 
Owners of Toward and freight app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice 
Gorell Barnes, dated March 4, 1898 March 17 

Douro—1897—Folio 559 (damage) Owners of Victor Pretot v The Owner 
of Douro app of ptfs from jdgt of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated 
March 14, 1898 March 25 

Esparto—1898—Folio 51 (damage) Bernard & ors v The London and 
Edinburgh Shipping Co app of dfts from judgt of the President, 
dated May 6, 1898 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1897. 
Owen v Jones appln of plt for jdgt or new trial on app from verdict aad 
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a ~~ 
jagt, dated April 19, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Channell and 
common jury, Carnarvon May 3 

Struthers v Blyth appln of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated April 27, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and 
special jury, Middlesex May 5 

Aylmer v Hess appln of pif for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & 
judgt, dated or 20, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and 

cial jury, Middlesex May 9 

Litson v Board of Works for Poplar District appln of dfts for judgt or new 
trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated April 28, 1898, at trial before 
Mr Justice Lawrance & special jury, Middlesex May 12 

Simpson & anr v Moore & Burgess ld —_— of dfts for judgt or new trial 
on app from verdict & judgt, dated May 2, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley & common jury, Middlesex May 13 

Whitehead v Victor & anr appln of dfts for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated May 3, 1898, at trial before The Lord Chief 
Justice & and special jury, Middlesex May 13 

Sayers (on behalf, &c) v Milburn & ors appln of dfts for judgt or new trial 
on app from verdict and judgt, dated April 29, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley & common jury, Middlesex May 14 

usv Glover app,n of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated May 6, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Hawkins and 
common jury, Middlesex May 14 

Millen v Burr appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict and 
judgt, dated May 11, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and common 
jury, Middlesex May 18 

Whiting v The North Metropolitan Tramways Co appln of plt for judgt 
or new trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated May 12, 1898, at 
trial before Mr. Justice Hawkins and special jury, Middlesex May 19 

Snowdon v Agar Bishop v Agar appln of deft for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and judgt, dated May 20, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Bruce and common jury, Middlesex May 24 

Frodsham v Mitchell applo of deft of judgt or new trial on app from 

‘verdict & judgt, dated May 13, 1898, at trial before the Lord Chief 
Justice and special jury, Middlesex May 24 

Hilliar v Dade & Wife appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt dated May 13, 1898, at trial before Mr. Justice Rid- 
ley and common jury, Middlesex May 26 

The R H F & Developing Syndicate, 1d & ors v Swan and Powell appln 
of plts for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated May 9, 
1898, at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and special jury, Middlesex 
May 27 

ihen ¥ Cockrane & ors appln of deft A B Cockrane for judgt or new 
trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated May 23, 1898, at trial before 
Mr Justice Grantham & special jury, Middlesex May 27 

Davis v Poole (Dredge, garnishee) appln of plt for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and judgt, dated May 10, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Day without jury, Middlesex May 27 

Hassell vy Lever & anr appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated May 7, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham 
and common jury, Liverpool May 28 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In ews 
8 


In re Clark, M (expte A Schulze) against an order of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated April 26, 1898, whereby he ordered that the proof of debt of B L 
Clark (the wife of the debtor) be admitted for voting purposes for the 
sum of £2,993, &c 

In re Bertie (expte the Debtor) from an order of Mr Registrar Giffard 

In re Clark, M (expte B L Clark) from an order of Mr Justice Wright 

In re Cole (expte The Petitioning Creditor & Official Receiver) from an 
order of the Divisional Court, dated May 9, 1898 

In re Bevan (expte C E Dovey) from an order of the Divisional Court, 
dated May 17, 1898 

FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1897. 

Reynolds & anr v McNicoll app of dft from order of Mr Justice Gran- 
tham, dated March 12, 1898 (security ordered) March 22 

In re An Arbin between Reeve & Flindell app of E D Reeve from 
order of Justices Day and Bruce, dated March 31, 1898 April 18 

Attenborough v Hunt app of plt from order of Mr Justice Darling, 
aay May 3, 1898, and cross notice of dft, dated May 5, 1898 

ay 4 

Harvie v Hood (Duc de Stacpole & ors) third parties app of dft from 

— of Mr Justice Darling, dated April 25, 1898 (8s o July 5) 
ay 7 
Home Marine Insce Cold v Smith app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
Mathew, dated April 27, 1898 May 11 
Insurances Corpn ld & ors v Bird & ors app of plt3 from order of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated May 2, 1898 (pars heard) May 14 
Hammerson v Lewis app of plt from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
May 4,1898 May 24 
Horseley Co 1d v Willans & Robinson 1d app of dfts from order of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated May 17, 1898 May 24 
Great Horecless Carriage Oo, ld v Haigh app of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated May 17, 1898 May 25 

Blaiberg v Beverley app of deft from order of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
May 10, 1898 May BF 

acobs v Lindow app of plt ia person from order of Mr Justice Bruce, 
dated May 26, 1898 May 26 


Finance Corpn of Western Australia, 14 v Franklin app of plts from 


order of Mr Justice Darling, dated May 23, 1898 May 26 


——— 


Smith v Darlow app of deft from ju of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
May 9, 1898 May 26 Jedgt . 

Siever v Seth Smith, Bros, & ors app of deft Ellinor Master from order 
of Mr Justice Darling, dated May 36, 1898 May 27 

Montgomery & Cov De Bulmes & anr app of plts from order of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated May 26, 1898 May 27 

Atton & Co v White (Crown side) app of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated May 26, 1898 May 27 

In re J W French, a solicitor (expte Law) app of French from order of 
Mr Justice Darling, dated May 19, 189: 28 

M A Kenyon Marrow, Administratrix of W T ow, dec v The Flimby 
& Broughton Moor Coal and Fire Brick Co, ld (Crown side) app of plts 
from order of Justices Wills & Kennedy, dated May 16, 1898 y 28 


N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to May 28, 1898, inclusive. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Jv-ve 27.—Messrs. WeaTHERALL & Green, at the Mart, City, at 2, in 16 lots, 12 Lease- 
hold and four Freehold semi-detached Residences at Wimbledon ; all let, income £476 








rannum, Solicitors, Messrs. Leslie & —<é on.—In two lots, the two Free- 

old Farms, known as East id Halli, of 154 acres, H Farm 
Essex, of 78 acres ; each with good residences an b Solicitors, G. E. 
Carpenter, pset 


: ho hy wag —— & Bruty, Sn ae 
£350, Leasehold Pro wil a few yards of Sloane-square Station ; value 
annum; held for 22 yous. £olicitor, G. E. Carpenter, Eeq., Lachen-Soomelh 
Investments in modern, red-brick, detached residences close to Tooting Station; a 
Freehold Ground-rent of £25 annum secured upon the adjoi residence ; also 
Freehold Building Land. Bdlicitors, Messrs. Grover, Hum & Son, London. 
(See advertisements, June 4, p. 6.) 


June 28.—Messrs, Bean, Burnett, & Evpripas, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Property, No. 
96, Clerkenwell- , on the border of the City of London, comprising » of 
five floors, having fron’ to Clerkenwell-road and St. John’s-square ; rental value, 
£1,000 per annum. Solicitor, Thomas Edwards, Esq., London.—A Family Resi- 
dence at Forest Hill, containing 13 rooms and garden; lease 74 years, with 
possession, An1 Five Villa Residences at Forest Hill; let at £132 perannum; leases 
90 years. Solicitors, Messrs, Finch & Turner, London.—Investments in well-let 
House Property in Islington ; rental value over £180. Freehold Ground-rents 
Hornsey Rise of £12 per annum, with reversion to the rack-rentals of £70 in 1981. 


Improved Leasehold Ground-rent at Hackney of £23 annum, secured u 
General Havelock public-house. Im: Leasehold Ground-rent at Caledonian- 
os. 496 and 493, ian-road. Solicitors, 


road of £13 per annum, secured os Caledonian- 
Messrs. E. & J. Mote, London.—The commanding Modern Building within a few 
yards of Cheapside. (See advertisements, June 4, p. 7.) 

June 28.—Messrs. Desenuam, Tewson, Farmer, & Barpcewarer, at the Mart, at 2, Free- 
hold Residential Property at Ham: -heath. 1 comprise the mansion, 
approached by a carriage drive with entrance lodge, stabling for wane 
houses, well-fitted laundry, dairy and bakehouse, pleasure grounds, a 
ornamental water; in all about 15a. 3r. 8p. Lot 2, 20a, Ir. 13p. timbered, undulating 

k-like land adjoining Lot 1. Solicitors, Messrs. Francis & Johnson, London.— 
lock of modern Freehold Office Premises, producing nearly £1 
the heart of the City, a few yards from the Bank of and 
Crown Leuse of Club Premises, occu; a position adjoining Marlborough 
let on lease at £2,000 per annum. ‘arehouse Premises in Southwark-street, ha’ 
a superficial area of about 4,000ft.; let on lease at £300. Sixteen Detached 
dences, situate in the most favourite parts of irae, Sone to the Crystal Palace 
eomets ; rental about £1,775. Four Freehold i , about 1} miles from 
e Railway Station, close to Blindley-heath; together being estimated to 
ae £630 perannum. Bolicii Messrs. Crisp, & Co., ° 
ennedy, Hughes, & Ponsonby, and Edwin W: * *, Receiver, all of 
London.—Valuable Long Leasehold P. i 


per annum, in 





Esq., London.—Freehold Property at 
id the ge style on two floors, 
ition, or for a small family. 
ui rounding the gardens are several park-like meadows, the 
entire area being 33a. Ir. 13p. Messrs. Duffield & Bruty, London, and 
Messrs, Waterer & Son, Chertsey. (See advertisements, June 4, p. 3.) 

Also at the Mart, at 2, in a rapidly-improvi' 
within three-quarters of a mile of the of notice of Latting by Auction, 
on building leases, for terms of 90 years (with to acquire the freehold at a fi 
number of years’ purchase), of extensive valuable 
adapted for public buil , institutions, large manuf. Cc. 

Messrs. Lovell, Son, & Pitficld, London. (See advertisement, June 18, p. 585.) 
June 29.—Mr. Wa. Hoveuroy, at the Mart, at 2, Important Freehold Estate 
of about 86 acres, only seven miles from the Bank of Engiand, situated at Waltham- 
main road from Tottenham to 


atow, known as the Winns I 
Residential and 





prising 
a lady or gentleman of 
extraordinary beauty. 


Estate, on 
Forest, with frontages of about 1,730ft. to 
Messrs. Hopwood, Stroughill, & Hopwood, . 
— known as Shernhall-stre 
Messrs. W. Houghton & Son, London. 


ears i 
tisemen! 11, p. 5). 
June em Reng: a tg Exus, Eaurtox, Bazacu, Garswoaray, & Co., at the 
Hast, at 2, ie or Powe 9 ys i 45 = 
t 3,050 superficial one leading 
Now Onford-ateost, of the estimated rental value of £400. Solicitor, F. H. Turner, 





let 

Co. 
Solicitor, Royal Courts of Justice, all of London. (See ad week, p. 4.) 
June 30.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2. Proohola Ground-rents Of £590 de. 
r secured upon Private and Business Premises in Peckham, Bermondsey, 
ydenham, Croydon, Ashford, Middlesex. Solicitors, Messrs. 8. Vigers & 
Ric , Horace ¥ ae, 2 = Watts & Co., F. B. 
Carritt, ., Leslie R. Esq. ( Vigers & Co.), all of London. (See 

advertise June 4, p. 10.) 
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Park, Kensington, Earl’s Court, Brompton, and Regent’s Park ; rental £1,074 2s. 6d. 
Solicitors, mone Dixon, Weld, & Dixons, London. (See advertisement, June 18, p. 
July 1.—Mesere, Norr & Cantwniont, at the Mart, at 2, Two Leasehold Residences in 
via, producing £112 10s. per annum; 35} years unexpired. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Yeilding, Piper, & Tallack, London.—Dwelling House in Westminster, pro- 
ducing oe pe annum ; lease 27 om aape ee pam Suman Houses - South 
Lambeth, value of £72 10s. per annum ; lease 42 years. icitor, Hastings Dra 
Eaq., London.—Semi-detached Villa Residence in Balham; lease 78 years. Bolici, 
tor, Philip C. Conway, Esq., London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 


RESULT OF SALE, 


Messrs. C, C, & T. Moon sold, at the Mart, on Thursday last, Four Freehold Cottages 
in Whitechapel for £1,510; Twelve Freeholds in Plaistow for £2,770; 68, Mile End- 
road for £850; and Two Honses in South-grove, Mile End for £350, 








WakninG To INTENDING House Purcuasgrs AND Lessers.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr. ] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, June 17, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1m CHANogRY. 


A T Frampton, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George Wood Homer 
and Harold Fitch Kemp, 71, Lombard st 

Brewers anp Genera Sin Insurance AnD Guarantees Corporation, Limitep—Credi- 
tors are uired, on or before Saturday, July 30, to send their names and addresses, 
and jars of their debts or claims, to Charles Eves, 50, Gresham st Wednerday, 

Aug 10, at 2, is — for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Nic & Co, eman st ° 

Brewers anv Generar Fine Insurance anp GUARANTEE CorporATioN, Limttep—By an 
order made by Wright, J. dated May 25, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the ation be continued Lickfold, Co: chbrs, solor to petnor 

Conver & Tug.ey, Linitzp (Otp Company)—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
10, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
oy ee ore Corder, 71, Oxford gdns, Kensington Kedfern & Son, Birmingham, solors 

iq’ r 

Hastinos Correz Patace Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Alfred Heri , 64, Cambridge rd, Hastings Chalinder, —s solor to liquidator 

Havira Exrionine Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Baker 
Hays, 11, Abchurch lane 

Mipvayp Sports Acency, Limrreo—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Hutton, 39, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Davis, Birmingham, solor for the liquidator 

Paracow Assuraxce Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on ur before July 30, to send 

mames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Milne, 93 and 94, Chancery In 

Perra Mixine axp Trapino Syxpicare or Western AvustTravia, Limitrep—Petn for 

winding up, presented June 15, directed to he heard June 29. Snell & Co, 1 and 2, 
st, Mansion House, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 28 

R F Hatt, Lius:rep—Petn for winding up, presented June 7, directed to be heard on 
bets June 29 Dowson & Co, 19, Surrey st, Victoria Embankment, solors for 
pe otice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 

afternoon of June 28 

Sirsee & Furuina, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 

pames and ad: , and particulars of their debts or claims, to Tansley Witt, 40, 


Somensersnine Tramways Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before July 26, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Charles Matcham, 44, High st, Bristol 

Weaurn or Natioys, Linrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 2, to send their 
names and ad: , and the particulars of their debts or claims, be Ohedien Lloyd, 77, 
Bishopsgate st Within. Williams & Neville, Winchester House, Old Broad st, solors 

to the liquidator 

London Gazette.—Turspay, June 21. 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep m CHancery. 
Asmat Caancoat Co, Liurrsp (Ix Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Hart, 30, Moorgate st. Stones & Co, solors to the liquidator 
Aravoo Co, Lonrrzep—By an order made by Wright, J, dated June 9, it was ordered that 
the vol winding up of the company be continued Budd & Co, 24, Austin Friars, 
solors for the petners 


Barstot. Grain Wasuine axp Gatnpinc Co, Liurrep—Creditors are uested, on or 
before July 6, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Stephen Tryon, Albion-chambers, Bristol 

Epuunps, Liurrro—Cr ditors are required, on or before Aug 2, to send their names and 

and the particnlars of their debts or claims,to Mr. Edward Johnson Walker, 
‘aterhouse-street, Halifax. Riley, Halifax, solor for the liquidator 

Huwny T. Brown & Co, Limited—Creditors are requi on or before June 25, to send 

in particulars of their claims to Roland Allen Felton, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, 
“<—™. solor for liquidator 

New Onrentat Hore. Co, Liutrap—Creditors are required, on or before Monday, Sept 

Ste send the: and and’ the particulars of their debts or claims, to 





4 ir names addresses, 
illiam Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury Munns & Longden, 8, Old Jewry, solors for the 


Nic Dasreraxpum Goip Mixes, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 17, 
A a oe a 
of a m the above-named not later n 6 

o’elock in the afternoon of June 28 


Options, Lin:rzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8, to send their names and 
addresses, and the em of their debts and claims, to Thomas James Worley, 22, 
Laurence Pountney lane 





County Patatine or Lancaster. 
Lnarep m Cuancrry. 


Log Bore axp Woop Finre Co, Limrrep—By an order made on June 13 it was ordered 
that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Arthur Stanley Mather, 
Liverpool, solor for the petnr 








FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Barrow Co-orexative Boitoina and Lawn Socrery, Limirep, 8, Paradise-strest, 
Barrow-in-Furness. Lancaster June 8 

Court Paipe or Tar Forest, Cemetery Hotel, Lancaster June 8 

FaversuaM Revicious Benerit Society, West Schoolroom, Faversham, Kent Juneg 

Sr Hevexs Cuemicat anp Correr Workers’ Civs, Peel Arms, Westfield-street, 9% 
Helens, Lancs June 8 

MyTuHotmrnoyp Manvuracturine Society, Liarrep, Mytholmroyd, York June 8 

Op May Ctvs, Bell Inn, Wollaston, Wellingborough, Northampton June 8 

Procressive Braxcu Carsouio Benerit 1eTy, 65, Camden st, Birkenhead, Chester 
June 15 

Rose or Rasy Farenpiy Society, Burnt Houses, Durham June 1 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. $5. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, May 27. 


Acroy, Jang, Acton July 30 Schultz & Son, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Anpersox, Rev Cuartes Geonag, Otterhampton, Somerset July16 J Ruscombe & Co, 
Bridgwater 

Arxiys, Samugt Ex.iorr, East Ham House, Essex, Deputy Alderman July 1 Freeman 
& Son, Foster In, Cheapside 

Berry, Ricuagp, Brighton July4 Vandercom & Co, Bush In 

Birks, Louisa, Burslem July 31 Mayer, Burslem 

Buacxsurn, Feances, Wakefield June30 Plews, Wakefield 

Boutrox, Isaac, Smallthorne, Staffs, Licensed Victualler June27 FC Mayer, Burslem 

Boye, Mrs Aongs, South Kensington July 1 Wordsworth & Co, Threadneedle st 

e€ ~ The Rev Epwarp Joyxgs, M.A., LL.D., Eastbourne July 20 Wragg, Gt & 

en’s 
Cock, Witt1am Henry, Newquay, Cornwall, Hotel Proprietor July 8 Collins & Son, 
Coxe, Major-Cenera Sir Jouy, K.C.B., Eardisley, Hereford June 20 Templo & Philpia, 
= “ 

ge Samoe.t Francis, San Nicolas, Buenos Ayres June % 
Foyer & Hordern, Essex st, Strand 

Dicer, Mary Axx, Torquay June 24 Wilde & Co, College hill 

East, Tuomas, Islington June 30 Sheehy, Coleman st 

Frroussoy, Cecinia Axne, Kensington June 24 Blount & Co, Arundel st 

Fievp, Ayne, Basingstoke, Hants July 9 Field & Co, Liverpool 

Founrary, Exizanetu, York June 2} WH Cobb &Son, York 

Goopat, Epwarp, Salford July 15 Chapman & Co, Manchester 

Govan, Witi1am, Wykeham, York, Land Agent July 11 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 

Groves, Wit.t1am, Blackheath July 4 Simpson & Co, Southwark st 

Gutvis, Saran Epitn, Upper Norwood June24 Albery & Lucas, Midhurst 

Hamaick, James Tuomas, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister July1 Parker & Co, Cornhill 

Hick, Tuomas, Lilling, York July 1 Holtby & Procter, York 

Hopper, Josern, Leigh, Labourer June 28 Dootson, Leigh 

Horserievp, Jouy, Leigh, Silk Weaver June 30 Dootson, Leigh 

Houerere.t, Emma, Devonport June30 Gard, Devonport 

reece, Avsert Epwaxp, Woking, Licensed Victualler 

) 

Isaacson, Freperick Woorroy, Upper Grosvenor st, M.P. 
Mincing lane 

Jor, Jacos, Manchester July 12 Farrar & Co, Manchester 


Keey, Frepenick, Broadley ter, Blandford sy, Dairyman June 24 Starling & Wright, 
Gray’s inn 8 
ee ty Waksas Joun Jounstox, Cheltenham June 24 Cottam, Cheltenham 


Kyrrin, Wittiam ALexaspen, Highgate July 1 Freeman & Son, Foster lane, Cheap. 
id 


ide : 
a eer Firzurrsert, Salisbury, Wilts June 30 Macdonald & Malden, Salisbury 


Macxeson, Epwarp, Hyde Park sq June 27 Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Meek, Dororuy, Clapham rise June 27 Rickards & Nightingale, Crown ct, Old Broad ¢ 
Mippieton, Ronert, Pontefract, Tailor June 22 Moxon, Pontefract 

Moorine, Jouy, Luton, Bedford, Marine Store Dealer June 20 Singleton, Luton 
Naytor, Saran, Leeds July 16 Simpson & Simpson, Leeds 

Parker, Tuomas, Lytham, Lancs Juae 30 P & J Watson, Bury 

Piunxertr, Carouine Mary, Penydon Rhyl, Flint June 24 Gamlin & Williams, Rhyl 
Procter, Josern, Horsforth, York July 14 Middleton & Sons, Leeds 

Rivey, Wittiam Hevyay, Blackburn June 25 Cliff, Blackburn 


Rowsorrom, Exizasetn, Ashton under Lyne, Licensed Victualler Jun221 Watsos, 
Ashton under Lyne 
Russext, Estar Exvizasern, Notting Hill July 10 Lamb, Ironmonger lane 


Scuusrer, Faxay Eurty, Bournemouth June 30 Nelson, Manchester 
Seaue, Sir Henry Pavut, Norton Park, nr Dartmouth June24 W& H Smith, Dare 
th 


iaae, Manesnee Euiza, Shanklin, IW July 20 Ray, Gt Portland st 

Suaxespean, Rey Wynonam Anruor, Albany st, Regent’s park July1 Pickering, & 
Neilson, Stone bldgs 

SranpeinG, Apgt, Bury June 30 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Tayor, Cuartes Georce, Farnham, Surrey June 30 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 

Tayior, Exizaperu, Farnham, Surrey June 30 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 

Tuomas, Witt1am Bropricx, Wimpole st June 25 Foyer & Hordern, Essex st, Strand 

Tuomrson, Joux, Danby, York June 25 Carrick, Stokesley, RSO 

Waopineron, Atzeret, Tonbridge June 25 Palmer & Co, Tonbridge 

Wesrneap, Eviey, Waterloo, Lancs July 5 Smith, Liverpool 

Wirrer, Janz, Ormskirk, Grocer July 1 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 

Woovrne, Marcery, Rufford, Lancs July1 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 


June 24 Perkins & Smyth, 


July 11 Hollams & Co, 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Tusspvay, June 14. 
ADJUDICATION ANNU. D. 
Dawes, Wavrer, Tonbridge 


1898 
- London Gasetie.— Fnsmer Jane 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Axsns, Jony Wiit1am, Cricklade, Wilts, Baker Swindon 
Great Grimsby Great 


Pet June 13 Ord June 13 
Amos, Fasperick OABLES, 
Grimsby Pet June 14 Ord June 14 


Bapcer, Jonny Wituiam Waieotesworrn, Baslow, Derby. ys 


Cutlery Manufacturer Sheffield Pet June 13 O 
June 13 


3 Ord June 13 


Barrv, Ropert ALExanpgex, Edmonton Edmonton Pet 
June 13 


Bian, Bryce, 
Ord June 15 


High Court PetMay25 Pet June 14 


Bower, Henry Epwaro, Bromley, Kent, Clerk Croydon 


Pet June 14 Ord June 14 


Burros, Ernraim, High Holborn High Court Pet May 


25 Ord June l4 
Butter, Cuartes Georce Hemeeay, Landport, Hants, 
House Furnisher Portsmouth Pet June 14 Pet 
June 14 


Cuarp, Wittram, Yeovil, Butcher Yeovil Pet June 14 
Ord June 14 
Crarxe, Tomas Joszpx, Burton on Trent, Builder 


Burton on Trent Pet June13 Ord June 13 

Coox, Eowarp Hersert, Cheltenham, Dairyman Chelt- 
enham Pet June13 Ord June13 

Cox, Josern, Fosdyke, Lincs, Miller Boston Pet June 2 
Ord June 15 

Craystox, Ricuarp Reminoron, Kirkby Lonsdale, West- 
morland, Draper Kendal Pet Junelé Ord J une 14 

Dearixc, Watter Heyry, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June15 Ord June 15 

Boxssoy, CuarLes, West Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland 
Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Evass, Evan, Hafod, nr Pontypridd, Grocer 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

Faescu, Jacon, Finsbury, Rag Merchant High Court Pet 
June 14 Ord June 14 

Fesrrex, Tuomas, Worth, nr Crawley, ya Butler 
Tunbridge Wells Pet June13 Ord June 13 

Gvacenneim, Georce Gustave, Wolverhampton, 
graphic Aitist Wolverhampton Pet June on Ord 

une 15 

Hese.woop, Atrrep, Northallerton, Grocer Northaller- 
ton Pet Juneil5 Ord June 15 

Horxixs, Jouy, Forestfach, Glam, Undertaker Swansea 


Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Hust, CLument Cam, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet June 
Swansea Pet June 14 


Pontypridd 


15 Ord June 15 

James, Rosert, Swansea, Painter 
Ord June 14 

Jouxsoy, ALBERT, ie, Hosier Stoke upon Trent Pet 
June 10 Ord June 1 


Kauy, Jack, yo thea Furniture Dealer Neath Pet 
May 25 Ord June 13 
MacCarzum, J, Argylesq High Court Pet Nov 29 Ord 


June 15 





Moore, Lorenzo, Chancery lane High Court Pet May 
16 Ord June 15 

Myens, Tupor Anae, Gr hurch st, Tob ist High 
Cowt Pet May12 Ord June 15 


Nasu, Hanry Grorce Atsert, Clapton, Mineral Water 
a High Court Pet June 13 Ord June 


13 
Nassay, ey Great Portland st, Oriental Goods Im- 
porter High Court Pet June 13 Ord June 13 
Ress, Bexsamin, Liansamlet, Butcher Neath Pet June 
13 Ord June 13 
Ruoves, Bexsamin, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet June 14 
Ord June 14 
Roz, Cuartes Artuur, Halifax, Mineral Water Manu- 
— 4 Pet June <4 Sut cone 13 
Bcorr, Francis, opsgate st, Solicitor High Court Pet 
May 17 Ord June 13 y 
aILCOCK, Joun, Leicester, Soreaatecton Agent Leice:ter 
t Pet June 13 Ses June 1 
iow, Wituiam Ratea Olchard, Ideford, ur —— 
Dairymau Exeter Pet June 11 Ord June 11 


BSruraizr, Hewry Mavorer, Southam , Mercantile 
Clerk Southampton Pet June 15 June 15 
Srewakt, Josep, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet April 


26 Ord June 10 
Srravawanp, Witu1am, Huntingdon, Coachbuilder Peter- 
borough Pet June 14 June 14 
Taoursox, Rosert, Newcastle ge Sy Pe Pelater New- 
castleon Tyne Pet June 14 
Tuorrr, Wittiam - poe ” Albans, Herts St Albans 
Pet June 14 Ord June 1 
Vaysirrart, CHARLES = Gresham st, Company 
Promoter High Court Pet May19 Ord June 13 
Vexanizs, Samves Hucags, Whiteh: urch, Shropshire, 
Vic hag | Pet June 13 my f June ¥ 
kY, Henry, orcester, Engine Fitter ‘orcester 
Pet June 13 Ord June 13 
Vosrzn, Ernest Joun Josern Cuarrie, East 
= Plumber Plymouth Pet Jume 14 


notice substituted for that published in the 
ease H Gazette of gune 8 10 
= Lanoup papeeee , Grocer Kingston 
Pet June 7 “Bed dane’ 
Bayes J. Attercliff MEETINGS. J 
oun e, e er June2iet?2 Off 
a oo 
0K TLLIAM, m, Dra une 28 atill Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen —P Sida bam . 


Bzowy, | Hewry, Fruiterer J 24 
atl2 Off hee, Minty House Inn lane, Hall rath 
Blacksmith July 1 at 12 


ge, Kent, Collector of Taxes 
Tunbridge Wells Adjud Ju’y 1, 1897 Annul April 


Salford, Draper Salford Pet June 15 
Bopmeave, Groner Perer, Enfield, Restaurant Keeper 


h 
Renae ABRAHAM. Lg Sussex, Farmer June 24 
at 1.45 Angel 
Fengese «& Bonn, Ay een 
une 27 at 3 
Gopvarp, Eowarp, Weet Chapel — — June 24 at 
2.30 Bankru Ley 
Hamenrton, Joux Groves, West agtord, Noits, Commis- 
sion t June 25at 12 Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park 


st, Nottingham 

Hassanp, James Hawxsworta, Welwyn, Hertford, Grocer 
June 24 at 11,30 ‘Hertford 

Hayaay, Joun Georce, Ca , Grocer Jane 27 atil 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 


Heowey, Cuastes Ausrey, Newcastle gota Ioukeeper 
June 27 at 11.80 Off Rec, 30, 30, Moseley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

a — Stalybridge, Undertaker June 21 at 
2.360 Off yrom st, Manchester 

Hovte, yn ormanton, Fruiterer June 24atil Off 


Jones, Aubert nee, Huddersfield, Pawnbroker June 
28 at12 Off Rec, 19, John William st, Huddersfield 
Levison, Epwaarp, ‘and Caarixs J —, #insbury 
June 28 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Lewis, Witi1am, Swansea, Club June 24 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Lows, Samui, and Arruur Frevesicx Lows, Man- 
ester, Glass Dealers June 24 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom 


st. Manchester 

Mannau, Anniz, Leeds June 27 at1l Of Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Moopy, Frevericx Grores, Gt Grimsby, Grocer June 24 
atll Off Rec, 15, Usborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Nasu, Harry Groroe Atsert, Clapton, Mineral Water 
~~. reel June 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey 

Wassan, 2 Seon Gt org Oriental Guts Importer 
June 2s at11 Bankru; . Carey 

Nourse, rs Kingston = ail, oe June 24at 
11 Off Rec, Trinity house In, Hull 

aan Jous WitiaM Henrr, Withernsea, Y 
Joiner June 24 at 11.30 Of Ree, Trinity eanin’ 


Hull 
Roz, Cuartes Artrave, Halifax, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer June 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 


Halifax 
Swow, Wittram Raven, Ideford, = Gate, Da 
Dairyman June 30 at 10.30 of Ree, , Beat 
circus, Exeter 
Seumpnen, Racaxg., Long In, Southwark June 27 at 12 
Bankruptcy bl: st 
Townsexp, Fraxcis Eowaxb, Plymouth, Railway Contrac- 
tor June 25 at 1230 George and Railway Hotel, 
Victoria et, Brist sl 
Vickery, ant Worcester, Engine Fitter June 27 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 45, n st, Worcester 
Vosrer, Ervest Joun (my Cuaprte, Stonehouse, 
terrace, 


Devon, Plumber June 24at3 6, Atheneum 
Plymouth 

Warttine, wwit Darli mn, Fish Dealer July 6 at3 
Off Albert rd, 


ddlesborough 
Wenatey, Cart, he eee June 28 
at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardi 


on Ben Tri = spon, 1 Hall, L Comkeaper 
June 24 at 12.30 


Woop, Ausert, and p bower Dasaoeors, eee eld, 

Dyers June 27at11 Off Rec, 19, John William st, 
Huddersfield 
Waieut, Ricnarp, Newent, Glos, Grocer June 25 at 12 
Off Ree, Station rd, Gloucester 
Waient, Water Sraxvoro, Gaact Exizaseta Wrieut, 
and Howargpv Tasornitus Wriour, Great George st 
June 24at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 


WILk1ss0n, Dawreu, 


London Gazette of June 
Jones, bg me Oakham, nr Dudley J = 27 at10.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axens, Joux big my Cricklade, Wilts, Baker Swindon 
Pet June Ord June 13 
Aan, ene Cuanues, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
June - Ord June 14 
Bapaer, Joun Witt1am Waiacieswortn, adem, 
Cutlery Manufacturer Sheffield Pet June 13 2 Oud 
une 13 
Barap, Rosert Avexanper, Edmonton Edmonton Pet 
June 11 Ord June 13 


— CHABLES ~—. Derby, Tailor Derby Pet 


June 1 

Benyert, = J. phn Camborne, Cornwall, Farmer 
Truro Pet Ma June 13 

| oe be Ballord, Lanes, Draper Salford Pet June 

Buiavcuert, Wrentas Eanest, Wilton, Wilts, Cycle Dealer 


Pet May 17 ee Peas 14 
Cuaro, Wiitam, Yeovil, Butcher Yeovil Pet June 13 


0: 
Cn™ningham ‘Pet June 9 OrdJune it 


Crarce, Toomas J Burton on ‘Trent, Builder 
Burton on Trent Pet June 13 Ord June 14 

Coox, Bewese: Henpesr, Dairyman - 
ham Pet June13 Ord June Dae 

Craystox, Ricnarp Remivortoy, 


West- 
Mendal ‘Pet June 1< Ord a 14 
Plumber 


ALTER Hina, Kingwton upon Hi 


Deanna, 
ull June 15 Ord June 15 
Plumber 


Ord June 10 


Caws, Sauust Dawsos, Cowes, Lof W, Draper June 24 } Frencu, Jacos, Earl st, Fiasbury, Rag Merchant «High 
at 12, Chamber of Commerce, 145, Gh London Court Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
mG. Taowas JOsera, Burton on Trent, June | Faerrex, Tuomas, Worth, nr Cra Sussex, 
25 at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 3 Wi Pet June 13 ‘June 13 
Trent Gra ages. } st, Architect 
Caourtoyx, Moses, Eastney, > Friei po . Hi . bead, all, Ord June 14 
Merchant June 24at rf of Jn: uGGEsHEim, Georas . 
onan sais mrs"hstat" Walrabucpte "Pet Tass is Od 


une 1 

Hay, The Hon AtistTair Gzonos, Upper Belgrave st High 
Court Nov23 Ord pd 1 - 

Saou, ALFRED, Grocer Northaller- 

oa, Joux, Forestfach, Glam, Undertaker Swansea 
Pet June une l5 


Junel5 Ord June 15 
H Cu ~ tg = weet, Pattern Maker 
UGH RISTOPHES KE,» 
Walsall Pet Ord June 
James, Ropert, Swansea, Painter = ‘Pet June 14 
Ord June 14 
N Hasryr G A Aubenr, Clapton, Diino 
AS) vy Geornes ALper 
Mannfacturer High Court Pet d une 13 me 13, Ord Jupe 1s 
Liansamlet, Butcher 
rd June 13 
nwt ma Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet June 14 
Roz, Cuag.es Artuvue, Halifax, Mineral 
turer Halifax Pet June13 Ord June 13 
ie on Sea 
soon Heaven, Babopsets ty Solkioe” igh Court Pet 
oTT, FRANCIS, 
May 17 Ord June 
9 Ord June 13 
‘ Agent Leicester 
une 
— Joan hams Stapleton, Bristol Bristol Pet June 
Chudleigh, 
Pet June'l0 Ord June 11 
ee 4 Henry Mavaier, Sout 


June 2 
Mitye, Avrezp Jomre, Fe me 
Merchant Guildford ona uci 
= BewJamty, 
Ord June 
Water Manufac- 
Sanpwirn, Grorez Hexzy Dusvor, 
eaten, J,Old Je , aR 
0 OS sows wry brs, Mining Engineer High 
Ssow, Wicuiram Ratrn, Ideford, nr 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


Srrayewarp, Wituam, Hun 
Pet June 13 Jane 14 
Tnoxpsox, Ropert, Newcastle on Tyne, New- 
castleon Tyne Pet June 13 “Ord June 14 
Taoure, Wittiam Heyry, Herts St Albans 


Pet Jane 14 Ord June 14 
Hesry, 
‘une 13 Ord June 13 
Vosrer, Ernest Joun Josern Cuarrce, 
Devon, Plumber Plymouth Pet 


Vickery, , Engine Fitter Worcester 
Pet J 
June 14 


East ee 
June 14 
Watpgen, Eowaro Josxen Epwi, Beer In, 
Court Pet 2% Ord Jane 14 
arwick, Wi 
Court Pet May 25 Ord 
Wurre, W A, Inverness ter, 


Jan5 Ord Juse 13 
Warpeeaw, ArTauR deems, Pimlico High Court Pet 


Warp, Eanzst 


June 1 
Yousc, Jou» wane South Kensington, Com 
Promoter High Court Pet March 19 “Ord June 13 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Doruorr, Hexry gee Brill, Bucks, Clerk in Holy 
Orders Aylesbury Adjud ibe 5, 23 2,1801 Annul June 
8, 1898 
London Gasetie.—Tousspar, June 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Agnowp, Tee Danstable, Bedford, Licensed Victualler 
ton 4 Ord June 18 


B . Rr and 811’ pecan, Zoors =| 
oe Y-> 7 HILL 
une 18 
Bippie, W: H er Datinen Quay, Shop Assis- 
x, WittiaM Hewry. = Crd Je 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Brapvey, Samvet, Grocer 
y ton 
josern, 
Pet June 16 ‘Ord June 16 
Cores, Euyest F, Decorator 
Henserr, h Court t 
— 18 Pet June es “ 
Frasen, Avexanper Paterson, ar Newcastle 
Tyne, N lenegee “High Cou Pet June 
‘ossren HKow1anp, Sean. Coal Merchant 
Court Pet Junei7 Ord June 17 
baer ~* >, Maida vale High 
Derr Bearegs Hares Oras 
june 
Hasarson, Witt1am Jony, and ~—they 
Sunderland, 
Heanssr, Grace Liian, Kidderminst:r, Dealer 
Hoven Bane Petdusei? Orddanei? 
a - Luton Pet June 16 
aes = Atavera Burzasera Sapina 
mr wA Park rd, 





Dossoy, Guanes, West Sunderland 
Pet June | 





Hall, Pembroke Dock 


Bvaxs, var, t, ee = nd ume Grocer Pontypridd 





Jaen so Catan June _ 


J 
Bo Wi re LTER, 
by muaM Wa 
Cawksw: J Hull, Baker Kingston 
‘sepEick, East 
Pet June 17’ Ord June 17 
Solicitor 
ont, bee ae Newcastle on 
May 3 June 18 
8 Ord June 
oe Ree May 18 On Harrow, Financial Agent High Court 
8 Ord June 177 
Gna Joux, 
Pet 
ona Coart April 16 
& ~:~) eee 
Tuomas Luce Hanaroy, 
Carters ‘Bunderiand Pet June 15, Ord 
June 15 
une'i6 Ord Sunes Staffs, Steerer Dudley Pet 
» Battersea 
egsene tT. Ord Jane 17 
Cardiff 


2 Oe eR 
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Kerr, Witu1am, Lowtown, Pudsey, Yorks, Patent Leather 
Dresser Bradford Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Keuty, Epwarp, Chandlersford, Southampton, Lieutenant 
Wi Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Kituam, Tuomas Lawrox, Shanklin, lof W, Tutor New- 
port Pet Junel7 Ord June17 : : 

LeoGe, Grorcr Witi1Am, Queen’s Head, City rd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Liewetiys, Witi1am, Pentyrch, Glam, Farmer Cardiff 
Pet Jane17 Ord June 17 

May, Wit1am, Leicester, Stationer Leicester Pet June 
2 Ord June 16 

Moss, James, Canewdon, Essex, Baker Chelmsford Pet 
Junel4 Ord June 14 

Ousrver, Naruanizt, Worsbrough Dale, nr Barnsley 

y Pet Junel1s8 Ord June1s 

Owey, Jouy, ge |g Carnarvons, Labourer Bangor 
Pet June 17 June 17 

Prince, Tuomas, Gravesend, Grocer Rochester Pet June 
17 Ord June 17 

Ratcurrre, Witiam Henry, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs, 
Grocer Blackburn Pet May 25 Ord June 15 : 

Sankey, Wit14M, Birmingham, Money Lender Birming- 
ham Pet May28 Ord June 15 

J Sirveaman & Son, Fournier st, Spitalfields, Cap Manu- 
facturers High Court Pet June16 Ord June 18 

Sraunxtox, Hexry, Fulham, Boot Dealer High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord June 16 . 

Tyagwuitr, the Hon Joux, Guilford st, Bloomsbury High 
Court Pet May 24 Ord June 16 

Vauenay, Wittiam Henry, Wolverhampton, Wheel- 
wright Wolverhampton Pet June 16 OrdJune 16 

Watxer, Davin, Sheffield Sheffield Pet June 18 Ord 
une 18 

Water, Fraxxuxs Witttam Fox, Strood, Kent 
Rochester Pet June16 Ord June 16 

Warp, Wii11am Harry, Birmingham, Chartered Account- 
ant Birmingham Pet May 28 Ord June 15 

Watsox, Jonny Groner, Bradford, Insurance Agent 
Bradford Pet Juneié Ord June 16 

Wess, Harotp Evans, Canton, Cardiff, Wholesale 
Stationer Cardiff Pet June 16 Ord June 16 ’ 

Wuirt, Euiry Tueresa, Liverpool, Boot Dealer Liver- 
pool Pet June9 Ord June 17 

Wuire, Josen Samvrt, Liverpool, Boot Dealer's M .nager 
Liverpool Pet Junell Ord June 17 

Waitworrs, Wittiam. axp Tuomas Wuitwoetn, Stanton, 
nr Bakewell, Derbyshire, Market Gardeners Derby 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 10: 


Dvuvmay, Aprauam, Midhurst, Sussex, Farmer Brighton 
Pet June 8 OrdJunes 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Akers, Joun Wit11am, Cricklade, Wiits, Baker June 30 
at4 Off Rec, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 
Avtox, Atrrep, York, Journeyman Painter July 1 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
Barratt, Groror, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer June 
28 atll Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Banrtoy, Atrrep Wii.1am, Bridgwater, Oil Dealer June 
28 at 11 WH Tamlyn, High st, Bridgwater 
Bartoy, Josern Heyry, South Anston, York, Builder 
July lat2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Bopmerapr, Grorce Perer, Enfield, Restaurant Keeper 
June 28 at 2 30 a bldgs, Darey st 
Bower, Henxay Epwarp, Bromley, Kent, Clerk June 29 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Burton, Eruram, High Holborn June 30at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Carter, Joux, Smethwick, Stafford, Builder July 5 at 2 
County Court, West Bromwich 
Cuester, Grorce, Bicmingbam, Baker July lati1 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 
Cox, Josern, Fosdyke, Lincs, Miller June 30 at12.15 Off 
, 4 & 6, West st, Boston 
Cross.ey, Harriet, Birmingham, Wire Mattress Maker 
June 29 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Davies, Wi11114m, Pontardawe, Glam, Saddler June 30at 
2 Off Ree, 31, A)exandra rd, Swansea 
Desyey, Jouy, Birmingham June 29 at 11 174, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 
Dupperiver, Witiram Hesry, Wincanton, Somerset, 
Licensed Victualler June 28 at 12.45 Greyhound 
Hotel, Wincanton 
Exoianp, Lucy, Holt, Wilts, Farmer June 29 at 12.15 
Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Friave.t, Atperr Hexry, Halesowen, Worcester June 28 
at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, Dudl-y 
Frioox, Moszs James, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer June 
20 at 12.30 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Farycu, Jacor, Earl st, Finsbury, Rag Merchant June 
28et1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Feexcu, Tuomas, Walsall, Fruiterer June 28 ati1 Off 
Ree, Walsall 

Gaegyetr, WictraMm, and Reciwatp Jerreries GARNETT, 


J » Staffs, Drapers June 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Hopyetr, Tuomas Wittiam, and Hersert Lant Viner 
Carpenter, Watford, Herts, Wholesale Grocers June 
80at3 Room 53, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Huaues, Cuenrorner Cooke, Walsall, Pattern Maker 
June 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, Walsall 

Ingvayp, Rosert, and Wiit1am Bexx, Blackburn, Leather 

ers June 28 at 3.30 Bush Hotel, Deansgate, 

Manchester 

Jerraizs, Lampert Caarirs, Stoke, Ipswich, Butcher’s 
Assistant Julylati Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Jouxeoy, ALBERT, Stoke upon Trent, Hosier June 29 at 4 
North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

Lana, Jonx Lampert, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer June 
29at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

MacCauium, J, Argyle sq June 29 at 1 Bankuptcy 
bl Carey st 

Metex, Hanay Grorcr, Birmingham, Baker June 30 at 
11 174, Corporation st, Birming’ 

Mityz, Atrrep Joszrs, Aldershot, General Provision 
Merchant June 29 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 








Morais, Frepextcx Groner, Northampton, Boot Manu-, 
facturer June 29 at 12 Off Rec, County Court bldgs 
Noithampton 

Myers, Tvpor Aneex, Gracechurch st, Tobacconist June 
29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Neave, W B, Charing Cross mans, Merchant June 29 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Newick, Atrrep, Bedminster, Oilman June 29 at 11 45 
Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Reet, Bexsamix, Liansamlet, Glam, Butcher June 30 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

tnopEs, Bexsamin, Leeds, Grocer June 29at12 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Savunper, Witvram, Tonbridge, Kent, Builder June 28 at 
2.30 Parris’s, 65, Bigh st, Tunbridge Wells 

Scorr, Francis, Bishopsgate st, Solicitor June 30 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Spurrier, Henry Mavorgr, Southampton, Mercantile 
Clerk June 28 at 3.15 Off Rec, 172, High st, South- 
ampton 

Srauntoy, Henry, Fulham, Boot Dealer June 30 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Srerry, Toomas James, Harwich, Grocer July 11 at 11 
Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Srranawarp, Wiiu14M, Huntingdon, Coachbuilder June 
29 at 2.30 George Hotel, Huntingdo n 

Tatuam, Wittram, Kingston, Engineer June 28 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

VawnsitTart, Cuarites Goopricu, Gresham st, Company 
Promoter June 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Waae, Taomas, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Coal Miner 
— 28 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
nam 

Watrer, Faanxuin Wituram Fox, Strood, Kent July 4 
at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Warren, George Henry, Newport Pagnell, Bucks, 
Butcher June 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, County Court 
bldgs, Sheep st, Northampton 

Watson, Joun Grorce, Bradford, Insurance Agent June 
30 at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Wuairwortn, Witi1am, and Taomas Waitwortn, Stanton, 
nr Bakewell, Derbys, Market Gardeners June 29 at 12 
Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, Derby 

Wyatt, James, West Bromwich, Fruiterer July 5 at 2.10 
County Court, West Bromwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avtoy, Atrrep, York, Journeyman Painter York Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 
Batpwis, Ricuarp, and Sitvester Toorniit, Bradford, 
Worsted Spinners Bradford Pet June 18 Ord June 
S 


| 1 
Barros, Josspen Henry, South Anston, York, Builder 


Sheffield Pet May17 Ord June 17 

Botromiey, Witttam Watrter, Rochdale, Commission 
Agent Rochdale PetJune17 Ord June 17 

Bower, Hexry Epwarp, Bromley, Kent, Clerk Croydon 
Pet June 14 Ord June 17 


| Braapiey, Samver, Millom, Cumberland, Grocer White- 


haven Pet June15 Ord June 16 

Buston, Eruraim, High Holborn High Court Pet May 
25 Ord June 16 

CawkWELL, Josern, Kingston upon Hull, Baker Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Junel6é Ord June 16 

Cores, Ennest Farepericx, East Stonehouse, Devon, 
Decorator Plymouth Pet June16 Ord June 17 

Coruge, Joun James, and Epwix Hovstey, South Nor- 
manton, Plumbers Derby Pet June2 Ord June 16 

Cross.ey, Harriet, Birmingham Birmingham Pet May 
13 Ord June 17 

Friercuer, James, and Joun Arrnor Hirst, Burnley, 
Electrical Engineers Burnley Pet 23 «(Ord 
June 17 = 

GarstanG, Joserpn Row.anp, Preston, Coal Merchant 
Preston Pet June17 Ord June 17 

GeorGeE, Joun, Cowcross st, Smithfield Scalemaker High 
Court Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Greeyx, 8 8, Waltonon Thames Kingston, Surrey Pet 
March 11 Ord June 18 

Hamertroy, Joun Groves, West Bridgford, Notts, Com- 
mission Agent Nottingham Pet May 24 Ord 
June 18 

Hageisoy, WituiaAm Jonny, and Tuomas Luxe Harrison, 
— Carters Sunderland Pet June 15 Ord 

une 15 

Heanszy, Grace Linuay, Kidderminster, Toy Dealer 
Kidderminster Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Hopckiss, Samvet, Tipton, Staffs, Stezrer Dudley Pet 
Junel6é Ord June 16 

Hotes, Mary Any, Leominster, Cabinet Maker Leo- 
minster Pet June9 Ord June 18 

Hunter, Avausra Exvizabetas Sapina, Battersea Park rd, 
Baker Wandsworth Pet June16 Ord June 17 

Kaun, Jack, Aberavon, Glam, Furniture Dealer Neath 
Pet May 25 Ord June 17 

Keer, Wituiam, Pudsey, Yorks, Patent Leather Dresser 
Brad’o 1 Pet Junel7 Ord June 17 

Kicuam, Tuomas Lawroy, Shanklin, I of W, Tutor New- 
port PetJune16 Ord June 17 

Lanc, Jouy Lampert, Leeds, Cloth Manufa:turer Leeds 
Pet May6 Ord June 16 ¢ : 

Leooe, Grorce Wituam, City rd, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet June16 Ord June 16 

LizweLtyy Wituam, Pentyrch, Glam, Farmer Cardiff 
Pet June16é Ord Jane 17 

Moss, James, Canvewdon, Essex, Baker Chelmsford Pet 
Junel13 Ord Jvnel4 

Nicxos, Ricuarp Pearsatt Mickitetuwaire, Brentford 
Wandsworth Pet May 20 Ord June 17 

Ouiver, Natuaniet, Worsbrough Dale, nr Barnsley 
Barnsley Pet June16é Ord June 18 


| OuivAnt, Georges, Patcham, Sussex, farmer Brighton 


Pet May21 Ord June 17 

Owes, Jonn, Penygroes, Carnaryons, Labourer Bangor 
Pet June 16 Ord June 17 

Prince, Tuomas, Gravesend, Kent, Grocer Rochester 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Roserts, Joseen Caamprox, and Witt1am Horsos, Leeds, 
Wholesale Stationers Leeds Pet May 24 Ord June 17 

Saunpers, Wi.tu1am, Tonbridge, Kent, Builder Tun- 
bridge Wells Pe: May 26 Ord Jvnel4 





* Lane, & Co., at 


Tatsor, Eowarp Caarces, Forest hill Greenwich 
June 10 Ord June 17 

Vavuenay, Witttam Hesry, Wolverhampton, W 
wright Wolverhampton Pet June15 Ord June 

Vewanies, Samvuert Hucars, Whitchurch, Shrop 
Grocer Nantwich Pet June 13 Ord June 18 ; 

Vens, Wiitiam Eustace, Pope’s Head ally, Notary Puj 
High Court Pet May4 Ord June 17 ; 

Warp, Witu1aM Harry, Birmingham, Chartered Aceg 
ant Birmingham Pet May 28 Ord June 17 

Waker, Davin, Sheffield Sheffield Pet June 18 
June 18 , 

Watres, Franxurs Witiiam Fox, Strood, Kent Rocha 
ter Pet June15 Ord June 16 

Watson, Jonun Gerorce, Bradford, Insurance 
Bradford Pet June16 Ord June 16 

Wess, Harotp Evans, Canton, Cardiff, Who 
Stationer Cardiff Pet June16 Ord June 16 

Wuaitwortn, Wivuiam, and Toomas Warrwortn, St . 
nr Bakewell, Market Gardener Derby Pet June® 
Ord June 16 

Woopineton, Atsert Joszpn, Bristol, Boot Manufae 
Bristol Pet May28 Ord June 18 a 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 7 

London Gazette of June 14: 

Dupmay, Aprauam, Midhurst, Sussex, Farmer Brigl 

Pet JuneS8 Pet June 10 








SPECIAL HOME READINGS. 


Series I.—Tue Trrep Tore. ; 

The labourer or the navvy, leaving his home in the raw 
early morning, no longer carries in the tin can which 
slung across his shoulder a supply of enervating cold 
No. He takes Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa instead, and finds 
is able to finish his hard day’s toil with ease. The 
housewife, with her household cares and her fretful 
dren, worn out and weary, takes her cup of Vi-Cocoa 
is refreshed and sustained. The busy merchant, the emg 
student, find their brains are clearer and more active: 
Vi-Cocoa has formed part of their morning meal ; the j 
clerk sleeps soundly after a ‘‘nightcap”’ of the same @ 
lent beverage. It seems, indeed, to have the virtugs 
benefiting all who take it. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocog 
become a necessity—that, perhaps, is the only term 
aptly expresses the enthusiasm of its devotees —in 
those who indulge in it find renewed energy and suster 
such as they have been unable to receive from any off 
source. “a 

Merit, and merit alone, is what is claimed for 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and the proprietors are prepared to 
to -_ reader who names the Souicirors’ Jourwat ad 
sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa free and pos' 
There is no magic in all this. Itis a plain, honest, straigl 
forward offer. It is done to introduce the merits of 
Cocoa into every home. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa as a om 
centrated form of nourishment and vitality is invaly 
nay, more than this; for to all who wish to face the 
and battle of life with greater endurance and more 
tained exertion, it is absolutely indispensable. 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa can be obtained from all Cher 
Grocers, and Stores, or from 60, 61,and 62, Bunhill 
London, E.C, 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—Fine Seéi 
Ground-floor Professional Offices in Lincoln’ 
fields (3 rooms, 1 front and strong room) to be 
moderate rent.—Apply to Messrs. Lanper & Bape 
John-street, Bedford-row, W.C. Can be seen onap 
tion to Housekeeper, 62, Lincoln’s-ian-fields. 





1,000.—-Gentleman’s Son, running she 
rooms in London in the Cycle trade, close to # 
railway stations, seeks the Use of Capital in opening ¢ 
large cycle connection in Africa, where the advertiser 
influential connection and practical experience.—Letters| 
Crore, care of Messrs. Butcher & Co., Brush Makers, 
King’s-cross-road, N.W. 3 


OR SALE, an Old-established Solicit 
Practice in a manufacturing town in the North: 
England.—Full particulars of Messrs. Saver & ©. 
Solicitors, 13, Clifford’s-inn, E.C. 


rok SALE, a Quarry; going: cone 
large area; long lease ; small rental; lucrative 
tracts can be obtained ; reasonable price ; well suited f 
permanent investment; occupation pleasant. Solie 
&c., and intending purchasers only need communicat 
garding particulars, &c.—Box 607, c/o 8. H. Be 
Advertising Offices, 100, Fleet-street, E.C. 
JIRST-CLASS OFFICES.— A _ Splen 
Lower Ground-floor, with an area of about 
square feet, and exceptionally good light; St. Step 
house, Nos. 1 and 2, Coleman-street; come and see. 
particulars apply to Mr. Arnon. 29, Poultry, E.C. 


1 SOLICITORS, ACCOUNTANTS, 
Others.—88-90, Chancery-lane.—To be Let in 
some building about to be erected on this comm 
site, numerous Suites of light Offices, with use of hyd 
assenger lift.—Full iculars can be obtained at 
ny Lane, & Co.’s Branch Office, Lonsdale-ch 
27, Chancery-lane, where plans can be seen. 
BeRzxs BUILDINGS, Chancery-le 
To Solicitors, Accountants, Patent. aia F 
Others.—To be Let in a handsome new building |W 
passenger lift) Suites of light Offices at moderate ren! 
Apply to Messrs. Jones, Lane, & Co., Estate 4 
Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C., where 
can be seen, 


| OB8D4LE-CHAMBEBS, 27, Chanoer 

lane, W.C.—To Solicitors, Accountants, and © 
—To be Let, numerous Suites of Offices at very 2 r 
rents ; hydraulic lift.—Apply to Mesars. 
Estate Office on 


—~ 
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